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Stop the Death M j 

Throw out All Military k^ruii 


T he U.S.-led invasion and occupation of Iraq has been 
met with steadily strengthening resistance both within 
Iraq itself and within the U.S., Britain and the other 
more marginal states supporting George Bush and Tony Blair’s 
pitiful war. 

Of course, these supporting states in the “coalition of the 
willing” only participated in the first place because their politi¬ 
cians were extorted or bribed, or were offered quid pro quo 
deals which they expected to benefit them as much or more 
than they would cost. Far behind the scenes, some were strong- 
armed with threats, most were promised U.S. funds through 
various programs, attention to local or regional problems, or 
favorable treatment in other fashions—all of which might also 
be threatened when and if any state opposed U.S. plans for the 
war. Why else would they join in the slaughter of tens of thou¬ 
sands of Iraqis and risk massive public opposition in their own 
countries in order to assist the U.S.-British invasion? After all, 
these nation-states don’t for the most part share in the 
invasion’s Anglo-American geopolitical aims—chief among 
them, their increased control of oil reserves and establishment 
of permanent Middle Eastern U.S. military bases outside of 
Saudi Arabia. 

Despite hardball U.S. political pressure Spain, Poland, 
Hungary, Ukraine, the Netherlands, Nicaragua, Dominican Re¬ 
public, Honduras, Philipines, New Zealand and Thailand have 
been or are currently withdrawing all or most of their troops— 
in some cases because of successful public opposition to the 
war and occupation. As these states steadily disengage from 
their anyway unenthusiastic military commitments the slack 
has to be made up by either the core invaders or through the 
effective reconstitution of Iraqi police and military forces act¬ 
ing as proxies for U.S.-British interests. The latter option, while 
intensively promoted as the answer by the Bush-Blair war ma¬ 
chine to the continuing setbacks suffered by the occupiers, 
shows no more signs of succeeding now than it did when thou¬ 
sands oflraqi troops and police either deserted or joined insur¬ 
gents during the Fallujah massacres last year. The United States 
and Britain will keep trying, but for significant numbers oflraqi 
forces to effectively and dependably fight on call as U.S.-Brit- 
ish proxies it will probably take years more of training, funding, 
indoctrination and propaganda. 

This leaves ever increasing pressure on the core military 
forces of the U.S. and Britain to continue supplying at least a 
steady number of soldiers on the ground to keep the occupa¬ 
tion under a minimal level of control. Yet the supplies of fresh 
meat for the military grinder—where losses in killed, maimed 
and wounded have been much higher than expected—are dry¬ 
ing up at a fast rate. In the U.S. the mass media war propagan¬ 
dists were elated to be able to report that, despite increasing 
problems, up until the end of fiscal year 2004 (September, 2004) 
all military services (barely) met their recruitment goals except 
for the Army National Guard and the Army Reserves. Since that 
time the military recruitment shortfalls have quickly become a 


recruitment crisis for the Iraq occupation death machine. And 
everyone knows that without enough (at least somewhat-) will¬ 
ing bodies placed on the line in Iraq to operate the overwhelm¬ 
ing firepower arrayed against the population there, the insur¬ 
gency will quickly spiral out of the occupiers’ control. This 
means that in the immediate future Bush and Blair’s already- 
tenuous war and occupation could well be completely lost for a 
lack of enough willing cannon fodder. 

The various branches of the U.S. war machine have in¬ 
creased the numbers of recruiters, their budgets, and redoubled 
their efforts to convince teenagers and young adults to bet 
their lives and limbs in return for promises of money, training, 
prestige and future college payments—many of which prom¬ 
ises will never be kept, since they are contingent on perfor¬ 
mance standards purposefully set up to trick the naive, unedu¬ 
cated and those trusting in authority. 

Despite all efforts the Marine Corps had to announce miss¬ 
ing its January and February 2005 recruiting quotas for the first 
time in ten years. The largest military branch, the U.S. Army, is 
reportedly 16% behind in its recruiting target this year. The 
Army Reserve is 21% behind, and the Army National Guard is 
running at least 26% behind its quota. A new study indicates 
that these drops in recruitment may in part be the result of 
notable declines in the numbers of black and female recruits. 
Undoubtedly the drops also result from the growing under¬ 
standing that the whole monstrous invasion and occupation 
were based on lies, fueled by expectations of easy oil loot (to 
pay the costs for all the required destruction, massacres and 
occupation), and pursued by a clique of rich neoliberals intent 
on continuing the expansion of U.S. power-even at the cost of 
severe overextension likely to lead to an ultimate debacle as the 
empire’s economy marches toward collapse. 

We can all help derail the death machine in Iraq by getting 
critical information into people’s hands—and especially into 
the hands of those of military age in the U.S. and Britain. We 
can join those already demanding that military recruiters be 
banned from schools. Those in high schools and colleges them¬ 
selves can help block or harass recruiters, run them off cam¬ 
puses, trash their recruiting materials and stand up to all the 
death machine’s inevitable threats. Nobody has a right to ac¬ 
cess to teenagers and young adults in order to recruit them to 
participate in massacres of civilians, atrocities, torture, and all 
the other war crimes already committed and still being commit¬ 
ted by U.S. and British forces in Iraq. With well over a hundred 
thousand Iraqi people, by far mostly civilians, killed by the 
U.S.-British war machine in the latest round of attacks since the 
2003 invasion every day of occupation means more suffering, 
more death and more destruction. 

Stop the Death Machine in Iraq! Throw out All Military 
Recruiters! 

Jason McQuinn 
Allan Antliff 
Thomas Wheeler 
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W elcome to the new is¬ 
sue of Alternative Press Re¬ 
vie w\ APR thanks all our read¬ 
ers and supporters for welcoming us back 
after a two year absence. We also appreci¬ 
ate the positive feedback and words of 
encouragement. 

Once again, we strongly encourage 
those who wish to provide extra support 
to consider becoming a sustaining con¬ 
tributor by donating $100 a year. Besides 
a one-year subscription, sustainers will 
also receive books offered through A.A.L. 
Press and the new Alternative Press Re¬ 
view t-shirt. T-shirts can also be purchased 
at our web site or you can use the order 
form on page 67. We also welcome dona¬ 
tions to help re-establish this project. 

We will continue to offer complete sets 
of back issues (#1 - #19) for a special price 
of only $40. If you would like extra cop¬ 
ies of the current issue please consider our 
bundle special. You get 10 copies of the 
current issue for only $25, 20 copies for 
$40, 50 copies for $75, or 100 copies for 
only $100. Use the form on page 67 to 
place your orders. 


In this issue Judith Levine provides a 
rational analysis of pedophilia and the ex¬ 
aggerated dangers of sexual predators in 
“The Pedophile Panic,” Richard Heinberg 
provides a thoughtful take on the simi¬ 
larities of parrot and human society in 
“Parrots and Peoples,” Ron Sakolsky 
looks at the anarchic potential of 
microradio in “The Low Power FM Fi¬ 
asco,” Rayan El-Amine examines current 
efforts to demonize Arabs in “The Mak¬ 
ing of the Arab Menace” and Jeremy 
Smith reports on the efforts to restructure 
Iraq’s agricultural system to serve West¬ 
ern corporate interests in “Order 81: The 
Bio-Tech War on Iraqi Farmers.” 

Once again the front cover of this is¬ 
sue features the art of Brian P. We encour¬ 
age readers to check out his web site at 
www.artofbrianp.com for more samples of 
his work. 

We’re pleased with the positive re¬ 
sponse we have received regarding the 
return of the print magazine. We look for¬ 
ward to publishing regularly in the com¬ 
ing years! 

Thomas Wheeler 
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Letters are 
welcome! 

As many letters to Alter¬ 
native Press Review —con¬ 
cerning appropriate topics of 
potential interest to readers— 
will be published as is pos¬ 
sible given the space limita¬ 
tions of this format. All let¬ 
ters should be no more than 
one typed, double-spaced 
page (no longer than 600 
words). For anything of 
greater length, please query 
first to see if there is any 
chance we will be able to 
publish it. Letters will include 
the writer’s name, city and 
state, province or country, 
unless otherwise requested. 
Send all letters to Alternative 
Press Review, do A.A.L. 
Press, PO Box 6245, Arling¬ 
ton, VA 22206-6245 


The Facts Are Bad 
Enough; Don’t Distort 
Them 

Dave Lindorff ‘s “5,000 
Desertions and Counting, 
Deja Vu All Over Again,” 
contains some misleading 


information on a topic that 
is important enough that we 
have to get it right. We do 
not help the cause of sanity 
in Iraq by misstating the 
facts, whether intentionally 
or unintentionally. That 
only makes it easier for the 
war’s cheerleaders to 
discount the horrible facts. 
The facts are bad enough; 
lets stick to them. 

I specifically object to 
the following: 

(1) He assumes that all 
5,000+ desertions were 
because of the spectre of 
serving in Iraq—some are 
not. In the 5,000+ deser¬ 
tions that I have read about, 
the 5,000+ number in¬ 
cludes all people now listed 
as deserters. Some of 
these people (I have no 
idea how many, and 
neither, apparenty, does he) 
were missing from their 
units for years before Iraq 
became a war zone. 

(2) His computation of a 
3.3% desertion rate is 
erroneous. He uses as a 
base the “total” number of 
American forces in Iraq- 
150,000. That figure is only 
the troops there now. The 


appropriate base for 
calculating a desertion rate 
is the total number of 
soldiers who could have 
deserted. In addition to the 
150,000 there now, there 
are many thousands more 
who served there and have 
been transferred back 
home. We can’t compute 
the desertion rate from the 
numbers in his article; we 
have to know how many 
total soldiers have served in 
Iraq. 

(3) He assumes that 
desertions occur in Iraq— 
most do not. Not surpris¬ 
ingly, they occur between 
the time that a soldier’s 
unit has been notified that 
they will ship out to Iraq on 
some future date, and the 
date that the unit actually 
ships. 

Lee Russ 
leeruss@sover.net 

David Lindorff responds: 

The letter writer is right in 
part. My initial assumption 
that the 5000 desertions as 
of the fall of 2004, a year 
and a half into the war in 
Iraq, had taken place in 
Iraq was mistaken. Most of 


the desertions, it turns out, 
are occurring in the U.S. or 
sometimes in Europe, as 
troops are about to be sent 
off to Iraq, or sometimes 
when they return on leave 
or at the end of a tour and 
learn that they’re being sent 
back. That said, I’m also 
told that most of the 
desertions, as one might 
expect, involve soldiers and 
marines who are facing Iraq 
duty. As the overwhelming 
majority of those who are 
deserting were associated 
with the Iraq conflict, and 
represent those in the first 
round of tours, the 150,000 
figure for calculating the 
rate of desertion is prob¬ 
ably not that far from being 
accurate. Over time, of 
course, as tours end and 
new troops are sent in, the 
total number serving in Iraq 
rises—but so does the 
desertion rate, which is now 
way above 5000. As for 
motivation, I’m told that the 
desertion rate pre-Iraq was 
negligible. The military is a 
pretty good gig, when no 
wars are being fought, and 
besides, it is a volunteer 
army. So I think it’s fair to 
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assume that overwhelming 
majority of the desertions 
occurring are related to the 
war, even if some may 
involve soldiers not directly 
involved in the conflict. 

David Lindorff 

Appearance Over 
Content 

Re: The End of Suburbia— 
Oil Depletion and the 
Collapse of the American 
Dream, 

I, too, saw The End of 
Surburbia , and agree with a 
fair amount Thomas 
Wheeler’s praise of the 
movie. Except, the movie 
had some glaring omis¬ 
sions. What might these 
be? Oh, Women and 
Minorities perhaps? It’s 
extremely distressing that 
this movie passes around 
activist communities with 
little mention that its entire 
production team was male, 
and that the entire film 
featured older, white males 
and their perspectives. If 
the inclusion of women and 
minorities doesn’t matter to 
a movie’s content, then 
what the hell are progres¬ 
sive politics all about? Out 
with mainstreaming 
androcentrism! In with 
problematizing all white 
male production crews! 

Sarah Butler 
Montreal, QC 

Editor’s Note: 

It is disappointing to see 
such a ridiculous litmus 
test applied to very small, 
self-financed, do-it-yourself 
projects that often involve 
less people than the size of 
most rock’n’roll bands. I 
have no interest in engag¬ 
ing in superficial numbers 
games with DIY-oriented 


projects nor am I interested 
in writing reviews that focus 
primarily on politically- 
correct quotas for self- 
organized punk bands, 
independent documenta¬ 
ries, self-produced zines, 
or any other review material 
submitted to APR. Frankly, 
what matters is the content 
of the review material; not 
the gender, age, or race of 
its creators and/or partici¬ 
pants. 

For additional discus¬ 
sion regarding such 
matters please read “The 
alternative press is alterna¬ 
tive because of what it 
does, Not because of the 
social classifications of its 
participants” on page 60. 

Thomas Wheeler 

Deluded 

APR, 

I would like to remind you 
that all of the murdering is 
being done by terrorists 
and ex-bathists. If you 
mean bring them home, 
then you mean back to 
Saudia Arabia, Egypt, 
Yemen, Palestine. The 
U.S. Coalition is there to 
safeguard the iraqi people 
and democracy. How many 
innocents have these 
terrorists killed in Iraq. The 
Iraqi people themselves are 
demonstrating against 
these terrorists and are 
themselves fighting back. 

Anthony Zeind 

Editor’s Note: 

You can delude yourself, 
but you can’t fool anyone 
with half a brain. The U.S. 
and Britain invaded Iraq 
just like the Nazis invaded 
Poland and is “safeguard¬ 
ing democracy” in Iraq just 
like the Nazis “safe¬ 


guarded” the Poles. As 
long as Polish collabora¬ 
tors allowed the Nazis to do 
whatever they wanted, steal 
whatever they wanted and 
kept quiet about it, they 
were allowed to coexist and 
help with the occupation. 
Wherever Iraqi collabora¬ 
tors allow the U. S. and 
Britain to steal oil, massa¬ 
cre civilians and lie about it 
all over and over, they, too, 
are allowed to participate in 
the “democratic” show- 
regime that is ultimately 
powerless to do anything on 
its own. 

I’d recommend that you 
stop supporting U.S. 
invasions and start thinking 
a little for yourself about 
what is going in this world. 

Jason McQuinn 

Can’t Handle the Truth 

APR, 

You call this the truth? 

What a distorted view of the 
truth. I’m a retired military 
officer and I am very 
offended by your calling our 
military personnel murder¬ 
ers. How Dare You! If you 
look back we’re not the 
ones who started this. As 
far as WMDs there was 
plenty of time to hide them 
in the desert and it’s a big 
place; I know, I was there. 
Even the Russian KGB was 
sure Iraq had them. During 
the past year a chemical 
artillery shell was found as 
part of an IED. Where there 
is one there has got to be 
more. Sooooo, Where are 
the rest? I knew no one in 
the military who enjoyed 
killing someone. I knew 
many who got sick to their 
stomach after a fire fight 
was over. You people need 
to pull your heads out from 


between your cheeks. You 
might learn something if 
you paid attention to ALL 
the facts instead of the few 
distorted lies and half truths 
you tenaciously cling to. 

Dale Rath 
Major, Retired 

Editor’s Note: 

I’m not surprised to see 
either serving military 
personnel or retired person¬ 
nel from the U. S. armed 
forces upset at seeing 
criticism of the numerous 
murderous attacks, 
massacres and invasions 
they or their compatriots 
have been ordered to 
execute. You’re offended 
when we correctly label 
many U.S. military person¬ 
nel "murderers. ” If I were 
you I’d be much more 
offended by the massive 
number of murders they’ve 
committed. 

You’re so self-deluded 
that you actually attempt to 
argue that the United 
States government didn’t 
invade Iraq on entirely 
made-up grounds in order 
to exert U.S. military terror, 
which was supposed to 
ensure U.S. political and 
economic control of Iraqi oil 
reserves and a strategic 
presence for the U. S. 
empire’s military in the 
region. Do you even read 
U.S. newspapers, much 
less any of the foreign 
press? The only Weapons 
of Mass Destruction in Iraq 
are those of the U. S. 
armed forces, which haven’t 
been shy about using 
them. Massive amounts of 
nuclear-weapon material in 
the form of depleted 
uranium has poisoned the 
land. Bunker buster bombs 
have been repeatedly 
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dropped on civilian areas 
with predictable mass 
casualties. And there have 
been many, many credible 
reports from survivors that 
chemical weapons were 
deployed by U. S. forces in 
the siege and massacres in 
Fallujah. 

Maybe you personally 
haven’t known any U.S. 
soldiers who have enjoyed 
killing Iraqis, but there 
have been those who say 
they love it—often in the 
most blatantly racist terms. 
The enjoyment of murder¬ 
ing Iraqis—whether civilians 
or insurgents—has also 
been cited by some as a 
big reason they have re¬ 
signed for second tours in 
Iraq. Perhaps you should 
read more about what U.S. 
personnel in Iraq are 
actually saying themselves. 

Until people like you are 
“offended” at being duped 
into support for invasions, 
massacres and war crimes, 
instead of being “offended” 
that invaders and mass- 
murderers are being 
criticized I, for one, will 


have little sympathy for 
your tender feelings. 

Jason McQuinn 

The Real Casualty Count 
in Iraq 

3,000 Americans perished 
on 9/11 but not one journal¬ 
ist has the moral integrity 
to tell the world that over 
20,000 Iraqi civilians 
including 867 children were 
killed by U.S. forces even 
though we ail now know 
that Iraq had NOTHING to 
do with 9/11. I visited two 
web sites that documents it 
all... 

www.iraqbodycount.net/ 

and 

www.veteranorgandonors.org 

and the pictures on this 
second site (page 2) are so 
disgusting that I am almost 
ashamed to be an Ameri¬ 
can. Our tax dollars paid for 
all this indiscriminate 
killing. There are no 
weapons of mass destruc¬ 
tion, Saddam is jailed, so 
why are Iraqi civilians still 
being killed, jailed, and 
tortured? Is our news media 


being manipulated or 
threatened by the govern¬ 
ment to conceal these 
civilian deaths from us??? 
Just imagine if these were 
YOUR kids!!! Maybe now 
you can understand why so 
many people hate Ameri¬ 
cans. If someone did this to 
your son, daughter, or 
grandchild, would you not 
also be so enraged that 
you might want to strap a 
bomb to your body and 
seek out the perpetrators? 
Why isn’t one columnist or 
one TV program addressing 
the root of all this hatred? 
Mr. Bush just wants to kill 
everyone who disagrees 
with his administration and 
jail anyone who can be 
contrued to be “an enemy”. 

Scaring Americans is 
what he does best—the 
same tactic used by Hitler 
to rally his people behind 
him. Censorship is not part 
of a genuine democracy. 

Our government is a fraud 
and Mr. Bush is a war 
criminal. Ask your Con¬ 
gressman and Senator to 
hold this administration 


accountable for all the 
civilian deaths in Iraq. 
“BABY KILLERS” is what 
America is being called 
around the world. So take 
your head out of the sand 
and raise some hell with 
your local talk radio DJs 
and newspaper editors. 

If you’re proud to be an 
American—stand up for the 
real America and not 
Bush’s Gestapo police 
state. Now maybe you can 
understand why Mr. Bush 
did not want American to 
be part of the International 
Criminal Court—he and his 
crew would be defendants 
in that court right now! 

JDSullivan 

Praise for APR 

At the risk of repeating 
myself I’d like to give 
thanks to the review and 
the digest. It keeps running 
through my mind that I 
haven’t felt such integrity 
from a news source since 
Ramparts magazine. I 
salute you. 

John Barnett 
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Bits & Pieces 


By Thomas Wheeler 


We should never forget that everything Adolf Hitler did in 
Germany was “legal” and everything the Hungarian freedom 
fighters did in Hungary was “illegal.” — Martin Luther King, Jr, 
“Letter from Birmingham Jail, ” Why We Can’t Wait, 1963 

Individuals have international duties which transcend the 
national obligations of obedience. Therefore [individual citizens] 
have the duty to violate domestic laws to prevent crimes against 
peace and humanity from occurring. — The Nuremberg Tribunal 
(1945-1946) 

Take the detainees out back and 
beat the fuck out of them 


Documents obtained by the ACLU 
reveal that the US military green lighted a 
variety of coercive interrogation tech¬ 
niques in violation of the Geneva Con¬ 
ventions, that former Iraqi Commander 
General Sanchez personally ordered sol¬ 
diers to torture kidnapped detainees, and 
Donald Rumsfeld authorized a variety of 
torture techniques. The ACLU says the 
documents reveal that the torture of pris¬ 
oners in Iraq, Afghanistan and elsewhere 


was part of a well organized plan put in 
place by the highest levels of the US mili¬ 
tary. 

The documents include reports of 
brutal beatings and deaths of detainees, 
Military Intelligence personnel torturing 
detainees, and sworn statements from sol¬ 
diers being told to “beat the fuck out of 
detainees” and telling soldiers to “take 
the detainee[s] out back and beat the fuck 
out of them.” 


Mark Felt: Convicted 
COINTELPRO Criminal 

Former FBI deputy director, W. Mark 
Felt, has being hailed as a “hero” for 
his role as “Deep Throat” and bringing 
down Richard Nixon over the 
Watergate burglary. Mark Felt is no 
stranger to burglaries. It turns out Felt 
himself had no problems subverting the 
Constitution and approved of 
burglaries, surveillance, wiretaps, and 
other sordid illegal activities directed 
against antiwar activists and dissidents. 
W. Mark Felt admitted he had 
authorized illegal break-ins and 
burglaries against friends and relatives 
of Weather Underground fugitives and 
became one of only two FBI officials 
to be convicted of COINTELPRO 
crimes in 1980. Felt was pardoned a few 
months later by Ronald Reagan. 



Nike’s Major Theft Tour? 

In another fine example of corporate theft, Nike copied the cover and 
distinctive logo of Minor Threat’s first EP as part of a promotional 
campaign for a skateboarding tour called “Major Threat”. Minor 
Threat helped pioneer the DC hardcore scene in the early 1980s. The 
band’s frontman, Ian MacKaye, founded Dischord Records with Jeff 
Nelson and also fronted the highly regarded band, Fugazi. MacKaye 
issued a press statement condemning Nike’s actions and said that he 
would discuss legal options with the other members of the band. “To 
longtime fans and supporters of Minor Threat and Dischord this must 
seem like just another familiar example of mainstream corporations 
attempting to assimilate underground culture to turn a buck,” the 
label said in a statement on its web site. Nike has since issued a 
formal apology to Minor Threat, Dischord Records, and their fans for 
the “Major Threat” campaign and pulled the Major Threat flyers. 
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Ward Churchill Generates More Controversy 
With Comments on Fragging 

University of Colorado professor Ward Churchill has stirred more contro¬ 
versy at a conference on conscientious objection in Portland, Oregon. Churchill 
suggested they might be more effective in opposing war if they supported the 
“fragging” or killing of line officers. Fragging is a Vietnam-era term used by 
enlisted soldiers for attacking and killing unpopular officers using fragmenta¬ 
tion grenades. 

According to a transcript of the conference Churchill says: “For those of 
you who do, as a matter of principle, oppose war in any form, the idea of support¬ 
ing a conscientious objector who’s already been inducted and has combat ser¬ 
vice in Iraq might have a certain appeal. But let me ask you this: Would you 
render the same support to someone who hadn’t conscientiously objected, but 
rather instead rolled a grenade under the line officer in order to neutralize the 
combat capacity of a unit—that kind of resistance?” 

Although Churchill’s comments did not actually advocate fragging, he did 
say that “fragging an officer has a much more impactful effect” than conscien¬ 
tious objection. During the question and answer session a member of the audi¬ 
ence asked Churchill whether the officer’s family deserves consideration. “How 
do you feel about Adolf Eichmann’s family?” was Churchill’s response. 

During Vietnam, a number of underground newspapers documented the 
spreading mutinies and rebellion by soldiers and openly encouraged fraggings. 
One GI paper, GISays , publicly offered a $10,000 bounty on Lieutenant Colonel 
Weldon Hunnicutt, the officer who ordered the costly assault on Hamburger 
Hill. Another Gl-run paper demanded, “Don’t desert. Go to Vietnam, and kill 
your commanding officer.” Another bluntly stated, “The Lifers, the Brass, are 
the true enemy.” Fragging was a key ingredient to undermining the effectiveness 
of the terrorist US military machine and certainly had quite an “impactful effect.” 



Our army that now remains in Viet¬ 
nam is in a state approaching col¬ 
lapse, with individual units avoiding 
or having refused combat, murdering 
their officers and noncommissioned 
officers, drug-ridden, and dispirited 
where not near-mutinous conditions 
[exist] among American forces in 
Vietnam that have only been ex¬ 
ceeded in this century by...the col¬ 
lapse of the Tsarist armies in 1916 and 
1917. - Armed Forces Journal, June 
1971 


CBGB’s Existence Threatened by 
Multi-Million Dollar Non-Profit Group 

It looks like CBGB, the famous punk rock club in New York City that 
helped launch the careers of such notable acts as the Ramones, Blondie, 

Talking Heads, and Patti Smith, may be evicted from its space at 315 Bow¬ 
ery Street. CBGB is currently in a dispute with its landlord, the Bowery 
Residents Committee (BRC), a non-profit foundation for the homeless, 
over back rent and BRC’s recent attempt to double the rent. According to 
the www.savecbgb.org site: “The BRC rents the entire building for aprox. 

$16,000 a month and charges CBGB’s aprox $19,000 a month for their 
space (about half the building).” The BRC initially wanted to jack up the 
rent to $40,000 a month but has now apparently decided not to even bother 
offering CBGB a new lease and is actively seeking to rent out the space. 

The BRC is a wealthy foundation that takes in about $25 million dollars a 
year. About $15 comes from the city and state government and the rest 
comes primarily from huge corporations such as Citigroup, American Ex¬ 
press, and JPMorgan Chase. The executive director of BRC boasts a 
$145,000 a year salary plus an additional $12,000 in additional compensa¬ 
tion. Apparently, the millions upon millions of dollars flowing into the 
BRC coffers just isn’t enough. 
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Media Reform 

Lipstick on a Pig: The Folly 
of Media Reform 


A s the saying goes, no matter how 
much lipstick you apply to a pig, 
it is still a pig. Such is the case of 
media reform. In the final analysis, it is a 
discussion about making the jail cell more 
comfortable. 

No matter the nature or degree of re¬ 
form proposed, media reform advocates are 
blind to the greater context out of which 
the Federal Communications Commission 
(FCC) arose. Surrendering the broadcast 
airwaves to corporate interests is the ac¬ 
cepted narrative surrounding the Commu¬ 
nications Act of 1934, enabling legislation 
that created the FCC. True as this narra¬ 
tive may be, a much larger political gestalt 
was in motion. 

Put succinctly, the corporate media 
empires are large cogs in an engine of im¬ 
perial war and conquest. This relationship 
was formalized by the Communications Act 
of1934. 

As much as the left tends to wax nos¬ 
talgic about the 1930’s, it ignores the 
largely covert war preparation program that 
was put into play by Roosevelt with do¬ 
mestic economic recovery, social uplift and 
job programs providing the cover story. 
Roosevelt implemented a sweeping mobi¬ 
lization of resources and programs to place 
the United States in a position to conduct 
a major global war in the Pacific and Eu¬ 
rope. 

Beginning with the Committee on Pub¬ 
lic Information (aka Creel Commission), 
whose World War I propaganda efforts are 
well documented by Noam Chomsky in the 
book Manufacturing Consent , the US gov¬ 
ernment continued with both overt and 
covert efforts to regiment the public mind— 
aided and abetted by academia, media in¬ 
stitutions and industry. Witness the ex¬ 
tremely racist cartoons created in the 
1930’s to portray the Japanese in the worst 
possible way. If your intent is to move a 
population from a relatively pacifist or iso¬ 
lationist position to one that is supportive 
of a global war, then it would make perfect 


sense to place the broadcast spectrum in 
trusted hands—RCA, Western Electric, 
etc. Certainly not labor unions whose defi¬ 
nition of a bayonet is “a sharp instrument 
with a worker at each end.” Further, you 
sweeten the pot with the prospect of ob¬ 
scene war profits—according to some sta¬ 
tistics, corporate America made $ 1,000,000 
of profit for every US service person killed 
during World War II. Finally, you take the 
propaganda machine that has been run¬ 
ning since 1916 or so and supercharge it 

Given the integral and vital 
role of media in creating 
and maintaining a hyper- 
saturated propaganda 
environment domestically 
and an ongoing campaign 
of media imperialism 
abroad one would have to 
be delusional to think that 
any degree of reform is 
going to fundamentally 
alter this reality, or be 
allowed to have any mean¬ 
ingful effect by the ruling 
elite. 

once the war has begun. At the end of WW 
II, this machine was not switched off. In¬ 
stead, it was turned full bore on the Ameri¬ 
can public. Many major media figures, both 
frontline journalists and corporate bosses, 
had prominent positions in this war pro¬ 
paganda apparatus. For example, William 
Paley, CEO of CBS, served as deputy chief 
of the psychological warfare branch of 
General Dwight Eisenhower’s staff. When 
that is not sufficient you buy journalists 
by the dozen as the CIA did in the 1950’s. 


Now most of them are such skanky whores 
they do not have an asking price. 

Given the integral and vital role of me¬ 
dia in creating and maintaining a hyper- 
saturated propaganda environment do¬ 
mestically and an ongoing campaign of 
media imperialism abroad one would have 
to be delusional to think that any degree 
of reform is going to fundamentally alter 
this reality, or be allowed to have any mean¬ 
ingful effect by the ruling elite. As long as 
reform is maintained as the only “viable 
and realistic” option available, and its ad¬ 
vocates can roam about their comfortably 
appointed play pens, underwritten by lib¬ 
eral foundations, then those who run and 
service this mechanistic Moloch, to which 
all must be sacrificed in the name of profit 
and greed, can rest undisturbed. 

Further, most advocates of reform fail 
to recognize that every citizen of the United 
States is the target of an ongoing psycho¬ 
logical warfare campaign. It is terra-form¬ 
ing of the human internal landscape. An 
old movement slogan had it right, “It is 
hard to fight an enemy who has an out¬ 
post in your head.” When someone is car¬ 
pet bombing your mind every second, 
minute and hour of the day, blowing the 
hell of out of your sense of self-esteem, 
self-identity and self-worth, would any in¬ 
telligent, free thinking person believe that 
media reform aspirin is the solution and 
cure? No fucking way! 

Yes, many worlds are possible. Only if 
we step outside our jail cells and reject the 
narcotizing effects of reform. Our only op¬ 
tion is to continue to create our own sys¬ 
tems of media and information with mas¬ 
sive campaigns of electronic civil disobe¬ 
dience on a global scale; screw their broad¬ 
cast regulations, intellectual property laws, 
v-chips, internet filters, self-appointed gate 
keepers, proprietary software, indecency 
standards and all other impediments to the 
free flow of news, ideas, cultural expres¬ 
sion and artistic/intellectual creativity. Stick 
your thumb in the Cyclopean eye of media 
monopoly and thought control. Hack the 
planet, hijack the starship!!! — Stephen 
Dunifer 


“Lipstick on a Pig” first appeared in the 
Summer 2005 issue of Confluence 

(www.stlconfluence.org) 
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Israeli Apartheid 

“Developing” Israeli Apartheid 

The World Bank, International Aid and The 
Ghettoization of Palestine 


W hile George Bush had his first 
White House meeting with 
Mahmoud Abbas—a summit 
giving Bush a platform for his phony $200 
million “aid” package—devastating new 
realities are being constructed in Pales¬ 
tine. The Apartheid Wall and accompa¬ 
nying infrastructure of Jewish-only bypass 
roads, military zones and settlements, are 
rapidly moving towards the permanent 
ghettoization of the Palestinian people. 
Bush’s “aid” package, however, neither 
stops these crimes nor helps Palestinians: 
most of it is destined for Occupation 
projects such as new checkpoints. As part 
of global “aid” efforts outlined and coor¬ 
dinated by the World Bank, it supports 
not liberation but Bantustanization of 
Palestine. 

The Bank’s latest publication— Stag¬ 
nation or Revival ?—leaves no doubt 
about these aims as it meticulously maps 
out a vision of economic development 
“for” Palestine that serves to provide long¬ 
term financial support of the Israeli Apart¬ 
heid system. It begins by repeating the lie 
that Israeli “disengagement” will provide 
Palestinians with a “significant amount of 
land” and an ideal environment for de¬ 
velopment. In reality, Gaza will be totally 
imprisoned, surrounded by a second eight 
metre high wall, with all borders, coast¬ 
line and airspace controlled by Israel. In 
the West Bank, just four tiny settlements 
are being disbanded. Simultaneously, 
46% of the West Bank is being annexed 
through the Wall and Apartheid infrastruc¬ 
ture to further expand colonies such as 
Ma’ale Adumim and the Gush Etzion bloc. 
Against international law, the Bank sees 
the economic boundaries of “Palestine” 
as dictated by the Apartheid Wall and the 
“disengagement” plan, which translates 
into active engagement in the coloniza¬ 
tion of the remaining lands of Palestine. 
Despite the International Court of Justice 


(ICJ) ruling the Wall illegal and instruct¬ 
ing all nations “not to render any aid or 
assistance in maintaining the situation 
created by it,” the Bank steps in with an 
economic formula to sustain and prop up 
this system of expropriation, disposses¬ 
sion and permanent Occupation. 

These plans can be broken down into 
two key areas: the exploitation of Pales¬ 
tinian labour and achieving total control 
over Palestinian movement. 

Massive industrial zones are to be 
built on Palestinian land annexed by the 

The industrial zones and 
Bantustans are not new ideas; 
they represent the same type of 
economic “development” pursued 
by racist South Africa. Like black 
South Africans, Palestinians will 
not tolerate economic models of 
subservience. Nor do they 
struggle for ways to make the 
Wall and the Occupation more 
bearable, but to break them 
down. 

Wall, where ghettoized Palestinian labour 
will work in the dirtiest and most toxic 
industries. The so-called Tulkarem Peace 
Park, an archetype of this project, is to be 
built on farmland stolen from the village 
of Irtah; land that sustained 50 families 
for generations and formed an integral 
part of community and family life. 

Moreover, the Bank praises the Wall 
for acting as a device by which to control 
Palestinians, using this as a motivation 
for Israel to maintain the current permit 
system so that cheap Palestinian labour 
can be herded over the Green Line to con¬ 
tinue to undertake the most demeaning 


and worst paid jobs. In fact, the most fun¬ 
damental cog, if this high-tech system of 
Apartheid is to be sustainable, is the ce¬ 
menting of the checkpoint system as a 
permanent feature of Palestinian life, to 
facilitate freedom of movement for goods 
but not people. This will enable the trans¬ 
fer of Palestinians from their ghettos to 
the work places. It will necessitate fund¬ 
ing—which the US has already prom¬ 
ised—for prison gates in the Wall, to main¬ 
tain the humiliating and degrading check¬ 
point system imposed on the Palestinian 
people. 

Agriculture, traditionally the core sec¬ 
tor of the economy, is barely mentioned 
in the report, presumably because the 
Bank realizes that Palestinians will be left 
with no land. The Bank’s vision of “co¬ 
existence” involves Palestinian natural 
water supplies, systematically stolen by 
the Occupation (to the tune of 80% of 
output every year), being bought back by 
Palestinians under Occupation “at Israeli 
commercial rates”. 

That the Bank’s co-ordination with 
the Occupation serves to the detriment of 
Palestinian liberation and international 
law requires little elaboration. 

The World Bank and donor commu¬ 
nity, however, follow their own laws and 
logic: they seek to impose, on top of the 
Occupation, neo-liberal economics for 
“free” markets owned by Israeli and for¬ 
eign capital and the restriction of Pales¬ 
tinian people into disparate ghettos. The 
World Bank, alongside the US and sig¬ 
nificant portions of the international com¬ 
munity, are using the Palestinian Author¬ 
ity (PA) as an institution through which 
these policies can be implemented and an 
“attractive environment for investors” cre¬ 
ated. The PA will be given the role of 
prison guard, preventing the Palestinian 
people from defending their lands and 
rights. The responsibility of the Author¬ 
ity towards the Palestinian people neces¬ 
sitates that it stands up against these 
projects—not by “modifying” or “only 
partially backing” them, but by com¬ 
pletely refusing and opposing them. 

The industrial zones and Bantustans 
are not new ideas; they represent the same 
type of economic “development” pursued 
by racist South Africa. Like black South 
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Israeli Apartheid 


Africans, Palestinians will not tolerate 
economic models of subservience. Nor do 
they struggle for ways to make the Wall 
and the Occupation more bearable, but to 
break them down. 

The partnership between Israel and 
the World Bank highlights the extent to 
which international support sustains the 
Occupation. Without the $5 billion of 
annual US aid, the World Bank investment 
and the contributions of countless gov¬ 
ernments, corporations and organizations, 


the Zionist project is simply not sustain¬ 
able. Palestinians are not asking for the 
bogus aid which the USA imposes, but 
genuine political support by which the 
massive economic backing to Israel can 
be cut. Individuals and civil society the 
world over have enormous leverage and 
responsibility to strengthen the movement 
to pressure and isolate Apartheid Israel, 
in support of the Palestinian struggle for 
justice and liberation. - Jamal Junta 


Jamal Juma is the coordinator of 
the Palestinian Grassroots Anti- 
Apartheid Wall Campaign - 

www.stopthewall.org 

For further information on the 
World Bank please refer to: 
http://stopthewall.org/factsheets/ 
920.shtml 
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Media Bias 


Bushzarro Google: the Quality of 
Omission and Lies 


C onsidering Google’s plan “to 
build a database that will com¬ 
pare the track record and cred¬ 
ibility of all news sources around the 
world, and adjust the ranking of any search 
results accordingly” (see Google To Imple¬ 
ment Bias Towards Mainstream News - 
h t tp: //re n s e . com/general64/ 
statusquo.htm), I am reminded of George 
Creel. 

Creel ran the Committee on Public 
Information (CPI), a warmongering 
propaganda outfit set up by president 
Wilson on April 13, 1917. “CPI recruited 
heavily from business, media, academia, 
and the art world,” writes Propaganda 
Critic. “Like modem reporters who par¬ 
ticipate in Pentagon press pools, journal¬ 
ists grudgingly complied with the 
[CPI’s]official guidelines in order to stay 
connected to the information loop. Radi¬ 
cal newspapers, such as the socialist Ap¬ 
peal to Reason, were almost completely 
extinguished by wartime limitations on 
dissent.” 

Of course, nowadays, there is no CPI 
telling newspapers and web sites what they 
will publish or post-and there does not 
need to be because censorship (or propa¬ 
ganda by omission) is a built-in feature of 
the corporate media and information ser¬ 
vices, as Google demonstrates. Note 
Google’s assertion that it is simply adjust¬ 
ing the “credibility” of news sources, as if 
the New York Times and the Washington 
Post ; two “mainstream” corporate news¬ 
papers guilty of telling lies about Saddam 
Hussein’s illusory weapons of mass de¬ 
struction and thus cheerleading Bush’s 
illegal invasion and occupation of Iraq, 
are more “credible” than other news 
sources that told the truth about what Bush 
and his clique of warmongering 
Strausscons were up to, indisputable facts 
borne out after the fact (and generally ig¬ 
nored by the corporate media). 


In short, after Google installs its 
“quality” control algorithm, a search of 
the words “Fallujah” and “war crimes” 
will return stories by the corporate media 
(who have basically ignored the war 
crimes in Fallujah) and sort those stories 
at the top of the list while stories by Francis 
A. Boyle posted in Counterpunch ox Chris¬ 
topher Bollyn of the American Free Press 
will sorted at the distant end of a list of 
400,000 results. 

In order to use Google effectively in 
the future, it may be necessary to click on 


the page numbers at the bottom of the 
page until you reach the end of the list. 
Remember, in Bushzarro world, every¬ 
thing is backwards, up is down, night is 
day, mass murder is democracy, etc. 
Bushzarro Google, as a large corporate le¬ 
viathan with a strangle hold on the “search 
market,” will naturally follow these dy¬ 
namics. In order to find the truth, more 
work will be required. 

Nobody said it would be a rose gar¬ 
den. - KurtNimmo 


Kurt Nimmo is a photographer, multi- 
media artist and writer. You can visit his 
blog “Another Day in the Empire” at 
www.kurtnimmo.com/blog 
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Biff was oblivious to the fact that his daily 
media dosage served the interests of profit- 
driven corporations in lieu of generating 
genuine democratic dialogue. 
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Hey, who cac&s abort stuff 
like ^rowing economic inequality 
when the miracle of science 
can make my teeth whiter and 
my dick harder than ever! 
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Struggle in Appalachia 


Moving Mountains 

Undermining the Coal Industry 


M ost Americans have never 
heard the words “mountain 
range removal/mountain 
top removal” It’s the dirty little secret that 
the U.S. government wants to keep hid¬ 
den from the eyes of America, and the 
world. There is no better example of a hu¬ 
man catastrophe linked to environmental 
destruction than life in the coal fields of 
Appalachia. 

What is mountain top removal? It 
starts with the removal of all vegetation. 
Trees are bulldozed over and pushed into 
the valleys to be burned. Huge access 
roads are then built in order to bring in 
mammoth earth moving equipment. This 
alone requires much blasting, but once the 
equipment is in place, the real horror be¬ 
gins. Holes are drilled in the ground, and 
then packed with high explosives. Part of 
the mountain is then literally blown away. 

Next come the giant earth movers 
(GEM) that dump all that is not coal 
(called overburden) into nearby valleys, 
burying mountain streams with pulverized 
rock, iron, copper, lead, chromium, mercury, 
and many other heavy metals that were 
once buried deep in the earth. Next, the 
coal is removed and sent down the moun¬ 
tain by beltline. The blasting and mutila¬ 
tion continue until all seams of coal are 
extracted, sometimes taking off900 feet or 
more of the mountain, and creating huge 
valley fills above the homes of us who 
live there. What used to be rich topsoil is 
either incinerated or buried deep beneath 
heaps of blasted rock. The ecosystem of 
the mountain is destroyed forever. 

The coal that is extracted has to be 
cleaned at the preparation plant before 
shipping. The coal goes into a gigantic 
chemically treated cleaning tank. This pro¬ 
cess removes impurities including mercury, 
arsenic, and many other toxins. The sludge 
generated from this cleaning process 


settles in the bottom of the tank and is 
then pumped back up the mountain and 
put into huge toxic sludge lakes confined 
by an earthen dam. The cleaned coal is then 
loaded into train cars or coal trucks and 
sprayed with a chemical binding agent in 
order to keep the coal dust down on the 
way to market. 

Obviously, the environmental impact 
to plants, trees, and wildlife is enormous. 
But what about the impact on the human 
species? 

By dehumanizing the moun¬ 
tain residents, the coal indus¬ 
try uses the same tactics used 
by all colonial powers to 
justify robbing, displacing, 
and massacring the people of 
Appalachia. The struggle in 
Appalachia with the coal 
barons has been ongoing since 
the late 1800 ’s. 

The coal industry portrays opponents 
of mountain top removal as extremists 
who care more about birds, bats, and bull¬ 
frogs than they do about people. The coal 
industry lies. Appalachian PEOPLE—indi¬ 
viduals, families, communities, and an en¬ 
tire culture—suffer the coal barons’ abuses 
in the U.S.’s mad lust for cheap, dirty fos¬ 
sil fuel. The coal industry and the media 
portray Appalachians as ignorant, back¬ 
ward, inbred hillbillies who are completely 
undeserving of the mountains in which 
they live. By dehumanizing the mountain 
residents, the coal industry uses the same 
tactics used by all colonial powers to jus¬ 
tify robbing, displacing, and massacring 


the people of Appalachia. The struggle in 
Appalachia with the coal barons has been 
ongoing since the late 1800’s. 

Those of us living in the coal fields 
exist in a constant state of terror. 
Since there is neither vegetation nor top¬ 
soil on the mountain to absorb the rainfall, 
we live in fear when it rains. During a rain¬ 
storm, our children go to bed fully clothed, 
plotting escape routes in case we have to 
flee in the middle of the night. 

We have had people swept away in 
mud slides and water tides, pouring down 
from mountain top removal sites. Yet, the 
coal companies have the audacity to call 
these events, “acts of God.” In October of 
2000, a sludge dam in Inez, Kentucky failed. 
Three hundred ten million gallons of toxic 
sludge spilled into Tug Fork of The Big 
Sandy River, destroying all aquatic life 
and poisoning ground water and soil for 
110 miles downstream. These earthen 
dams will fail again. On the Coal River in 
southern West Virginia, there are four such 
dams pointed directly at communities and 
schools. All of them hold over two billion 
gallons of toxic sludge each. One of them, 
known as the Brushy Fork impoundment 
is the largest sludge dam in the United 
States. It currently contains 7 billion gal¬ 
lons of sludge and it is scheduled to soon 
grow to over 9 billion gallons. If it fails, all 
life will most likely be lost for 40 miles 
downstream. A smaller dam than this one 
caused the 1972 Buffalo Creek, West Vir¬ 
ginia disaster, in which 127 residents were 
killed. 

Despite all the hardship caused by 
mining, the people of Appalachia keep 
hanging on. They’re hoping for better days 
ahead or they’re just too stubborn to leave 
the land that has been in their families for 
eight or nine generations. Meanwhile, the 
coal industry convinces the masses that 
Appalachia must be leveled in order to pro¬ 
vide employment and national security. Yet, 
as coal production has risen, coal employ¬ 
ment in West Virginia has dropped nearly 
75% in the last 20 years, due in large part 
to mountain top removal (source: WV Coal 
Association). Mountain top removal 
employs a handful of blasters and heavy 
equipment operators—a fraction of the 
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God’s Rottweiler 


Triumph of the 
Theo-Cons 


numbers needed for underground mining. 
The ongoing exodus from West Virginia 
has resulted in closed schools, loss of 
congressional representation, and loss of 
hope for many. 

A culture that allows these abuses 
will allow any abuse. We are being forced 
off our land and our mountain communi¬ 
ties are being destroyed. Our mountains 
and valleys are being turned into a sacri¬ 
fice zone for cheap electricity. Our Appa¬ 
lachian politicians ignore the pleas of their 
constituents while their pockets are lined 
with coal money. Our teachers, small busi¬ 
ness operators, and press are intimidated 
into silence. And the nation continues to 
waste energy by the megaton while coal 
companies and mountain top removal 
threaten to end our existence forever, put¬ 
ting the finishing touches to a long-stand¬ 
ing cultural genocide. — Bo Webb 


“Moving Mountains” first appeared in is¬ 
sue #85 of Slingshot (http:// 
slingshot.tao.ca/) 


The people of Appalachia need 
your help. Katuah Earth First!, 
Ohio Valley Environmental Coali¬ 
tion, Mountain Justice, and Coal 
River Mountain Watch are calling 
on all residents of Appalachia, 
traveling activists, ex-Appala¬ 
chians, and concerned human 
rights and environmental activ¬ 
ists to join us in defending the 
world's most productive and 
biodiverse temperate forest eco¬ 
systems. In the traditions of 
Freedom Summer and Redwood 
Summer, we will be using public¬ 
ity campaigns, mass demonstra¬ 
tions, and direct action to shut 
down King Coal during the sum¬ 
mer of 2005 by stopping moun¬ 
tain topremoval dead in its 
tracks. 

To help, please contact The 
Mountain Justice Summer Coali¬ 
tion at: 

mo u n tainjusacesummer@hushmail.com 
or call (976) 456-2345 


I n most of the media coverage of 
Cardinal Ratzinger’s election as 
successor to John Paul II, he has 
been presented as very conservative on 
moral and religious issues. His opposi¬ 
tion to legalizing abortion, homosexual 
marriage, and the ordination of women 
and his support for continuing the celi¬ 
bacy of priests and other church tradi¬ 
tions, all have contributed to his reputa¬ 
tion as a profoundly conservative reli¬ 
gious person. Not much 
has been said, however, 
about his political views, 
except his being a mem¬ 
ber of the youth branch 
of the Nazi Party in Ger¬ 
many (the Hitler Youth). 

This was mentioned, then 
quickly dismissed as hav¬ 
ing no significance, 
since, as the Herald Tri¬ 
bune (21 April 2005) 
noted, “Everybody had to 
be enrolled in Hitler 
Youth at that time.” Otherwise, his po¬ 
litical positions have been overlooked, 
ignored, or set aside as having no rel¬ 
evance. 

The reality, however, is quite differ¬ 
ent. Ratzinger is profoundly political. 
And his political positions are more than 
conservative, they are ultra-right-wing. 
He was one of the most ultra-right cardi¬ 
nals of recent times. I will elaborate on 
this, but first, let’s dispense with the 
claim that every young person in Ger¬ 
many at that time was in the Hitler Youth. 
That is nonsense. Many young Germans, 
including Catholics, not only refused to 


join the Hitler Youth but fought against 
Hitler in a courageous and principled way. 
In a village near where the young 
Ratzinger lived (near Marktl—a mere 15 
miles from Braunau, Hitler’s birthplace), 
two thousand Catholics signed a petition 
protesting the Nazi order to remove cruci¬ 
fixes from schoolrooms. In Munich, where 
Ratzinger later became archbishop, 
twenty Catholic students were executed 
in 1942 for distributing anti-Nazi leaflets 
at the university. They 
became known as the 
White Rose —die weisse 
Rose . There was an anti¬ 
war resistance in Ger¬ 
many, including a Catho¬ 
lic resistance, which 
Ratzinger never joined, 
supported, or recognized. 
Even later, when Ger¬ 
many regained democ¬ 
racy, Bishop Ratzinger of 
Munich never paid trib¬ 
ute to those who had 
been killed because of their commitment 
to liberty and freedom. Among them, in¬ 
cidentally, were many communists, whom 
Ratzinger had defined as “scum.” 

There is no evidence that Ratzinger 
was a Nazi or a Nazi sympathizer. But there 
is plenty of evidence that he was an op¬ 
portunist who went along pursuing his 
personal ambitions, regardless of what was 
happening around him. He indicated early 
in life that he wanted to become a cardi¬ 
nal. And recently—a mere two years ago— 
he confided to another person that he ex¬ 
pected to become Pope. Spanish public 
television showed a postcard that 


He was strongly 
hostile to students 
protesting the 
Vietnam War in 
the 1960s, calling 
them “ideological 
terrorists.” 
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Ratzinger sent two years ago to a person 
in Spain, which he signed “Pope Benedict 
XVI,” the name he took when he indeed 
became Pope. This contradicts his recent 
statement that he did not want to become 
Pope. In fact, when he finally was chosen, 
reports indicate that he accepted quickly, 
firmly, and without any hesitation. If he 
did not want to become 
Pope, he could have stopped 
the active campaigning on 
his behalf by the influential 
ultra-right Opus Dei. He did 
not do so. 

Let’s return to 
Ratzinger’s youth. One of 
the cardinals who most im¬ 
pressed him was Cardinal 
Faulhaber, then archbishop 
of Munich, who founded the 
boarding school where 
young Ratzinger studied 
(and later, in 1951, ordained 
him). Cardinal Faulhaber 
was an open Nazi sympa¬ 
thizer. According to 
Ratzinger’s brother, Georg, 

Joseph joined the Hitler 
Youth to get a scholarship 
that would allow him to con¬ 
tinue his studies at 
Faulhaber’s boarding 
school. 

During all his years in 
Germany, Ratzinger never in 
his writings publicly con¬ 
demned the Holocaust, and, 
as late as 2000, he referred 
to the Catholic Church’s col¬ 
laboration with the Hitler re¬ 
gime as a sign of “a certain 
insufficiency of Catholics in 
front of the Holocaust be¬ 
cause of the anti-Semitism 
that existed in the souls of many of them” 
(emphasis added). A ’’certain insuffi¬ 
ciency” is a dramatic understatement. 
Ratzinger did not travel much in his youth 
and early adulthood. He was in many dif¬ 
ferent ways a typical priest in the most 
conservative state of Germany, Bavaria. 
He was close to the Christian Union Party, 


the political branch of the very conserva¬ 
tive Bavarian Catholic Church. This was 
the most right-wing party in the German 
parliament after World War II. It governed 
Bavaria for more than sixty years, estab¬ 
lishing a link between Church and state 
that enormously benefited both the Catho¬ 
lic Church and Ratzinger. Ratzinger was 


a close friend of the leader of the Chris¬ 
tian Union Party, Franz Josef Strauss, who 
was prime minister of Bavaria for the long¬ 
est period in German history. 

Ratzinger’s ultra-conservatism made 
him an attractive figure to the Vatican. He 
was made a cardinal shortly after being 
appointed bishop of Munich. He was 


strongly hostile to students protesting the 
Vietnam War in the 1960s, calling them 
“ideological terrorists.” He was eventu¬ 
ally appointed head of the Inquisition 
(Congregation for the Doctrine of the 
Faith), soon overseeing a record number 
of condemnations by that tribunal. One 
of his priorities as head of the Inquisition 
was to ban and destroy the 
Christian liberation move¬ 
ment that had surged in Latin 
America in protest against the 
Catholic hierarchy’s support 
of fascist and ultra-right dic¬ 
tatorships. He was assisted in 
this task by Cardinal Sodano, 
a close friend of dictator 
Pinochet. Sodano referred to 
one of the leaders of the lib¬ 
eration theology movement, 
Mr. Boff, as a “Judas of 
Christ.” The first decision 
Ratzinger made when he be¬ 
came Pope, incidentally, was 
to appoint Sodano his 
deputy—in Vatican par¬ 
lance, Secretary of State. 
Moreover, to make sure the 
other cardinals and bishops 
would not interpret that ap¬ 
pointment as a mere renewal 
(Sodano was already Secre¬ 
tary of State under John Paul 
II), Ratzinger stressed that 
this was a special appoint¬ 
ment to last at least four years. 
Sodano’s fascist sympathies 
are well documented. 

Having been the candi¬ 
date of Opus Dei, Ratzinger 
has encouraged Christians to 
become involved in political 
life that adheres to his teach¬ 
ings, which are ultra-right- 
wing. Ratzinger took his name from 
Benedict XV, the spiritual founder of 
Christian Democracy, whose primary pur¬ 
pose was to halt the surge of socialism in 
Europe. Ratzinger has preached anti-com¬ 
munism his entire life, interpreting com¬ 
munism very broadly (as do most ultra¬ 
right politicians) to include a lot of left 



16 


ALTERNATIVE PRESS REVIEW 


SUMMER 2005 










SELECTIONS 


God’s Rottweiler 


and even center left parties. He has been 
very critical (hostile may be a better word) 
of the Spanish social democratic govern¬ 
ment led by Zapatero, accusing it of be¬ 
ing open to moral decay. 

Ratzinger has not made any state¬ 
ments about the Church’s concern with 
social justice or poverty, or similar rhe¬ 
torical statements, as the previous Pope 
was inclined to do. Ratzinger is more 
down to earth and dispenses with these 
niceties. His primary and only concern is 
for the purity and strength of the Church 
as a temporal power. His enormous per¬ 
sonal ambition fueled his strategy to be 
elected Pope from an early stage 
in the campaign, immediately af¬ 
ter the death of John Paul II. As¬ 
sisted by Opus Dei, very powerful 
under the John Paul II papacy, 
Ratzinger’s campaign distributed 
documents among the cardinals 
that, according to the Milanese pa¬ 
per La Stampa, presented a picture 
of decay and moral laxity among 
the clergy in Europe, Latin 
America, and the U.S. He wanted 
to stress that the Vatican had a 
moral problem on its hands that 
needed to be corrected by a strong 
leader. His next step was to give a 
very uncompromising speech at 
the opening of the cardinals’ meet¬ 
ings to elect the Pope, forbidding all car¬ 
dinals to make any statements outside the 
conclave—a norm imposed under the 
threat of excommunication, a Vatican 
norm that Ratzinger felt he needed to re¬ 
mind the cardinals about, even though 
most of them (115 of 120) were appointed 
by John Paul II. A leading campaigner for 
Ratzinger was Cardinal Sodano. One of 
Ratzinger’s first decisions, besides mak¬ 
ing Sodano his right-hand man, was to in¬ 
crease the age of retirement for bishops 
and cardinals from 75 to 80 years of age, 
as they had requested. 

Surrounded by what the Italian press 
has called the “theo-cons,” Ratzinger has 
a political project aimed at strengthening 
conservative forces worldwide, but par¬ 
ticularly in Europe, supposedly awash in 


moral decay. His intervention in political 
matters is very aggressive. In Spain, for 
example, the Vatican has given instruc¬ 
tions to Catholic civil servants to sabo¬ 
tage enforcement of the civil union law 
that applies to homosexuals. The 
Vatican’s hostility to the socialist gov¬ 
ernment of Spain—which has eliminated 
Catholic teaching as a compulsory sub¬ 
ject in public schools, while maintaining 
it as an elective; has made it easier to get 
a divorce; has legalized homosexuals’ civil 
unions, including their right to adopt chil¬ 
dren; and is planning to expand the law 
on abortion, which until now has allowed 


abortion only on medical and social 
grounds—has reached extreme and 
overtly hostile levels. Seeing Spain as its 
territory, the Church cannot accept the 
secular and democratic processes that have 
been occurring in that country since the 
end of the Franco regime—one of Europe’s 
crudest fascist dictatorships (for every po¬ 
litical assassination by Mussolini in Italy, 
Franco killed ten thousand), supported by 
the Catholic Church. Today, in Spain, the 
Church is one of the least trusted and least 
liked institutions, particularly among the 
young. Only 14% of young people are 
practicing Catholics. Actually, this lack 
of popularity of the Church is evident in 
all countries. In the Latin American coun¬ 
tries, the largest granary of Catholics in 
the world, the number of Catholics has 


fallen by 25 million over the past ten 
years, as they have moved to Protestant 
churches. And the number of priests is 
declining most dramatically. Even in the 
new Pope’s Germany, the most recent poll 
among university students shows that 
83% thought the Church was either in cri¬ 
sis or dying. In this poll, more Germans 
opposed Ratzinger’s becoming Pope than 
favored it. 

Still, more than 1,200 million of the 
world’s people are Catholic. And the 
Church, with 4,700 bishops and 400,000 
priests, is a formidable organization that 
can do a lot of harm. The Vatican’s prohi¬ 
bition of condom use, for example, 
has been a major factor in the 
spread of AIDS in Africa. As 
Mithela Wrong of Nigeria has writ¬ 
ten {New Statesman, 11 April 05), 
“The Vatican has done more to 
spread AIDs in Africa than all the 
prostitutes of that Continent com¬ 
bined.” And the Vatican’s support 
for oligarchic regimes in Latin 
America (including Duvalier’s in 
Haiti) has created enormous pov¬ 
erty. The Pope and many of the car¬ 
dinals form an ultra-right leader¬ 
ship that has become a source of 
religious and political fundamen¬ 
talism that threatens progress 
worldwide. While much has been 
written about the threat of Muslim funda¬ 
mentalism, not much has been said about 
the threat posed by this Catholic funda¬ 
mentalism. It is time that people recog¬ 
nized it. As Umberto Ecco recently wrote, 
“It almost seems like we are going back to 
the middle Ages.” — Vicente Navarro 


“Triumph of the Theo-Cons” appeared in 
CounterPunch (www.counterpunch.org). 
Vicente Navarro is Professor of Public 
Policy at Johns Hopkins University, USA 
and Pompeu Fabra University, Spain. 
Navarro contributed an essay on Salvidor 
Dali’s fascist ties for CounterPunch’s col¬ 
lection on art, culture and politics: Ser¬ 
pents in the Garden. 


The Vatican’s prohibition of con¬ 
dom use, for example, has been a 
major factor in the spread of AIDS 
in Africa. As Mithela Wrong of 
Nigeria has written (New States¬ 
man, 11 April 05), “The Vatican has 
done more to spread AIDs in Africa 
than all the prostitutes of that Con¬ 
tinent combined.” 
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All children should be told in simple words that there are some grownup men who are “slightly ill and not quite 
right in the head” and who would rather embrace and kiss little girls than grown-up women. They should be told 
that there are only a few such men, but that they should avoid them. After such a warning the child has a more 
or less realistic appraisal of the situation: on the one hand it knows of the possibility ofsuch sexual approaches; 
on the other hand it does not suspect sex-maniacs behind every bush. An explanatory warning not only lessens 
the likelihood of contact between girls and male adults, it also reduces to a minimum the emotional and psycho¬ 
logical effects should contacts take place. — Paul H. Beghard, Jan Raboch, and Hans Giese, The Sexuality of 
Women (1970) 

Obviously, our children should always stay outside a molester’s zone of control. Once a child comes under the 
control of an abductor/molester, the child will almost certainly be molested, and may even be kidnapped or 
killed. You probably don’t need to put the fear ofdeath in your child, however. Most children are naturally fearful 
of being separatedfrom their families. The possibility of being abducted or kidnapped is sufficiently frightening 
without adding the specter of cold-blooded murder. — Carol Soret Cope, Stranger Danger (1997) 
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The 

Pedophile 

Panic 


By Judith Levine 


In “The Pedophile Panic” Judith Levine 
examines the mainstream media- 
induced hysteria and witch-hunt mental¬ 
ity regarding pedophilia, child pornogra¬ 
phy, and “sexual predators. ” Levine 
meticulously documents through vari¬ 
ous studies and analysis of news 
sources that the fear of violent 
pedophiles, sexual predators, and child 
pornography are often exaggerated and 
occur far less often than portrayed by 
the media. Levine advocates a more 
rational look at these issues that avoids 
criminalizing and demonizing many 
forms of consensual sexual activity and 
“thought crimes” regarding sexual 
matters. This essay is excerpted from 
the book Harmful to Minors: The 
Perils of Protecting Children from 
Sex (see review on page 64). 

Reprinted with permission 

Copyright 2002 by University of Minnesota Press 


“MONSTROUS” shouted the banner of the Boston Herald on Oc¬ 
tober 4,1997. For once, the paper’s notoriously hyperbolic head¬ 
line writers had struck the right tone. 1 Three days earlier, ten-year- 
old Jeffrey Curley of Cambridge had disappeared in the middle of 
the afternoon while washing his dog outside his grandmother’s house. 
Now he was dead. 

Jeffrey’s neighbor Salvatore Sicari, twenty-one, and Charles 
Jaynes, twenty-two, of Brockton, had reportedly lured the child into 
Jaynes’s Cadillac with the promise of a new bike. Sicari, according 
to his own confession, drove the car while Jaynes wrestled with Jef¬ 
frey in the back seat, trying to force him to have sex. For many min¬ 
utes, the 80-pound boy fought off the 250-plus-pound man; finally, 
Jeffrey succumbed to the burning suffocation of the gasoline-soaked 
rag held over his face. 

The men loaded the body into the trunk and made their way to 
a Manchester, New Hampshire, apartment that Jaynes had rented 
and decorated with children’s posters. In the early hours of the morning, 
again according to Sicari, Jaynes laid the corpse on the kitchen floor 
and raped and sodomized it. After that, the men mixed cement in a 
fifty-gallon storage container, stuffed Jeffrey’s body into it, sprinkled 
lime on his face to speed decomposition, and traveled north to a 
bridge in South Berwick, Maine, where they hefted the plastic coffin 
into the river. 
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In separate murder trials a year later, each man blamed the 
other. Sicari was convicted of kidnapping and first-degree mur¬ 
der, for which he received a sentence of life without parole. Jaynes 
was found guilty of second-degree murder, because the jury 
could not positively place him at the crime scene. No sex charges 
were brought. Jaynes protested his innocence to the end, even 
shouting out during the prosecutor’s final arguments that he had 
not hurt Jeffrey. His first parole hearing would come after twenty- 
three years’ incarceration. 

The story was terrifying enough to inject freon into the 
veins of any parent. But terror begs for reason, and while the 
Curley family struggled to find spiritual lessons in their child’s 
demise, other parents watched their own kids pedal down the 
street on their bikes and looked desperately to the authorities to 
do, to say...something. Everyone wanted to understand how two 
men could commit such an atrocity against the affable, gap- 
toothed little guy in a Little League cap who smiled from the 
front page every day. 

Sicari, according to his neighbors, was a menacing punk. 
He’d been picked up loitering near a schoolyard with cocaine on 
him, allegedly to sell, and been convicted of punching and kick¬ 
ing the twenty-year-old mother of his then one-year-old son. 


kind of person and were sure these two were not alone in the 
world. 2 Indeed, the men’s photographs, reproduced scores of times 
atop the hundreds of columns of newsprint the story would 
command over the next year, suggested a crowd of compatriots, 
an army of murderers compelled by perverse desire. 

The Pedophile: The Myth 

Hear the word pedophile and images and ideas flood to 
mind. Pedophiles are predatory and violent; the criminal codes 
call their acts sexual attacks and sexual assaults. 3 Pedophiles 
look like Everyman or any man—”a teacher, a doctor, a lawyer, 
a judge, a scout leader, a police officer, an athletic coach, a reli¬ 
gious counselor” 4 —but their sexuality makes them different from 
the rest of us, sick: pedophilia is listed in the American Psychiat¬ 
ric Association’s Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
Disorders, the canon of psychopathology. 5 Pedophiles are insa¬ 
tiable and incurable. ’’Statistics show that 95% of the time, any¬ 
one who molests a child will likely do it again,” declared an 
Indiana senator proposing community notification laws for former 
sex offenders. 6 “The only molesters who can be considered per- 


The problem with all this information about pedophiles is that most 
of it is not true or is so qualified as to be useless as generalization. 


One of his favorite means of scaring up cash was to steal little 
kids’ bicycles. Jaynes, who, unlike his accomplice, was em¬ 
ployed, nevertheless had a rap sheet and a trail of seventy-five 
unanswered warrants, mostly for passing bad checks and coax¬ 
ing other people’s money out of ATMs. 

Yet these ordinary criminal pedigrees held no warning of 
the cruelty the men would inflict on Jeffrey. They surely failed 
to supply the meaning the Curley family and an increasingly 
restive community longed for. It did not seem sufficient to call 
Jeffrey’s murder what it was: an event utterly without sense, a 
ghastly aberration of high psychopathology, a crime of such 
rarity as to be, statistically, almost nonexistent. This inexpli¬ 
cable tragedy needed an explanation. 

No one needed to look far. Both the media and its audience 
were adept at fitting any happening—an election, a new food 
product, a child’s murder—into some sociological “trend,” and 
every mother and father in America had heard of this one. Ex¬ 
perts were on hand to supply analyses, newspaper databases were 
searched for crimes and criminals similar, or similar enough, to 
this one. The monsters needed a name, and they got one, in the 
first phrase of the Boston Herald’s first article on the apprehen¬ 
sion of the suspects: “A pair of sexual predators smothered a 10- 
year-old Cambridge boy....” 

How could such a vile event have occurred? It occurred 
because of the kind of people Salvatore Sicari and Charles Jaynes 
were: they were sexual predators, “pedophiles.” From hundreds 
of other articles and television reports, readers already knew that 


manently cured are those who have been surgically castrated,” 
Ann Landers once wrote. 7 

Pedophiles abduct and murder children, and people who 
abduct and murder children are likely to be pedophiles. “The 
pedophile who kidnapped Adam from a mall and killed him in 
1981....” began a feature on molesters by Boston Herald reporter 
J. M. Lawrence, following Jeffrey’s killing. He was referring to 
the still unsolved abduction-murder of six-year-old Adam Walsh, 
whose case helped spur the creation of the National Center for 
Missing and Exploited Children and (some say) the career of his 
father, John, now the host of The FBI’s Most Wanted. Even if a 
child survives a liaison with a pedophile, we believe, he will 
inevitably suffer great harm. “The predatory pedophile is as dan¬ 
gerous as cancer. He works as quietly, and his presence becomes 
known only by the horrendous damage he leaves,” stated the 
children’s lawyer and sex-thriller writer Andrew Vachss. 

And pedophiles are legion, well-organized, and cunning 
in eluding detection. ”1 believe that we’re dealing with a con¬ 
spiracy, an organized operation of child predators designed to 
prevent detection,” Kee MacFarlane, director of the Children’s 
Institute International in Los Angeles and a premier architect of 
the satanic-ritual-abuse scare of the 1980s, told Congress in 1984. 8 
“If such an operation involves child pornography or the selling 
of children, as is frequently alleged, it may have greater finan¬ 
cial, legal, and community resources at its disposal than those 
attempting to expose it.” 9 Ten years later, after a far-reaching 
national network of state and federal agents had been put in 
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place to track them down, pedophiles were still strangely invis¬ 
ible. “There really aren’t any figures. It’s a hidden offense that 
often doesn’t come to the surface,” said Debra Whitcomb, 
director of Massachusetts’ Educational Development Center Inc. 
In 1994, referring to the “child sexual exploitation” on the Net 
that her organization had just received a $250,000 government 
grant to combat. 10 

Perhaps it is no wonder that in a Mayo Clinic study of 
anxieties reported to pediatricians, three-quarters of parents were 
afraid their children would be abducted; a third said it was a 
“frequent worry,” more frequent than fretting over sports inju¬ 
ries, car accidents, or drugs. 11 And no wonder Jeffrey Curley’s 
murder, the crest of a wave of highly publicized criminal 
brutality, revived the crusade for capital punishment in Massa¬ 
chusetts, or that it was in this movement, as a spokesman for 
state-administered revenge, that his father, a firehouse mechanic 
named Bob, briefly found voice for his unutterable grief. 12 

The Facts 

The problem with all this information about pedophiles is 
that most of it is not true or is so qualified as to be useless as 
generalization. First of all, the streets and computer chat rooms 
are not crawling with child molesters, kidnappers, and murder¬ 
ers. According to police files, 95 percent of allegedly abducted 
children turn out to be “runaways and throwaways” from home 
or kids snatched by one of their own parents in divorce custody 
disputes. 13 Studies commissioned under the Missing Children’s 
Assistance Act of 1984 estimate that between 52 and 158 chil¬ 
dren will be abducted and murdered by nonfamily members each 
year. 14 Extrapolating from other FBI statistics, those odds come 
out between 1 in 364,000 and fewer than 1 in 1 million. 15 A 
child’s risk of dying in a car accident is twenty-five to seventy- 
five times greater. 

Fortunately, pedophilic butcheries are even rarer than ab¬ 
duction-murders. For instance, in 1992, the year a paroled New 
Jersey sex offender raped and killed Megan Kanka, the seven- 
year-old after whom community-notification statutes were 
named, nine children under age twelve were the victims of 
similar crimes, out of over forty-five million in that age group. 16 
As for Adam Walsh, invoked by the Boston Herald as the victim 
of molestation murder, no defendant was ever indicted in his 
disappearance. According to detectives in Hollywood, Florida, 
where the crime occurred, Adam’s father spread the rumor that 
the abductor was a pedophile, most prominently in a much- 
quoted book about child molesters, although there was neither 
suspicion nor evidence of sex in the case. 17 

Molestations, abductions, and murders of children by 
strangers are rare. And, say the FBI and social scientists, such 
crimes are not on the rise. 18 Some researchers even believe that 
some forms of molestation, such as exhibitionism, might be de¬ 
clining. 19 

There are, moreover, few so-called pedophiles in the popu¬ 
lation, though it is hard to say how few. “I write "1,5, 21, 50' on 
the board and ask my students, "Which is the percentage of 
pedophiles in the country?”’ said Paul Okami, in the University 
of California at Los Angeles psychology department, who has 


analyzed the data on pedophilia in America. “The answer is all 
of them.” That’s because a “pedophile,” depending on the legal 
statute, the perception of the psychologist, or the biases of the 
journalist, can be anything from a college freshman who has 
once masturbated with a fantasy of a twelve-year-old in mind to 
an adult who has had sexual contact with an infant. 20 

As for the “pure” clinical species, Okami believes that the 
proportion of Americans whose primary erotic focus is prepu- 
bescent children hovers around 1 percent. Estimating from lists 
of so-called pedophile rings, arrest records, and his own experi¬ 
ence, David Techter, the former editor of the Chicago-based pe¬ 
dophile newsletter Wonderland , put the number at “maybe 
100,000.” 21 Criminal records do not indicate there are large or 
growing numbers of pedophiles. Even as the age of consent has 
risen and arrests for lower-level sex crimes have increased dra¬ 
matically, 22 arrests for rape and other sex offenses, including 
those against children, still constituted only about 1 percent of 
all arrests in 1993. 23 

Pedophiles are not generally violent, unless you are using 
the term sexual violence against children in a moral, rather than 
a literal, way. Its perpetrators very rarely use force or cause physical 
injury in a youngster. 24 In fact, what most pedophiles do with 
children could not be further from Charles Jaynes’s alleged necro¬ 
philic abominations. Bringing themselves down to the maturity 
level of children rather than trying to drag the child up toward an 
adult level, many men who engage in sex with children tend 
toward kissing, mutual masturbation, or “hands-off’ encounters 
such as voyeurism and exhibitionism. 25 

Indeed, say some psychologists, there may be no such thing 
as a “typical” pedophile, if there is such a thing as a pedophile at 
all. Qualities by which social scientists and the police have 
marked him, such as his purported shyness or childhood sexual 
trauma, do not bear out with statistical significance. 26 More im¬ 
portant, sexual contact with a child does not a pedophile make. 
“The majority of reported acts of sexual abuse of children are not 
committed by pedophiles,” but by men in relationships with 
adult women and men, said John Money, of Johns Hopkins, a 
preeminent expert on sexual abnormalities. 27 They are men like 
Charles Jaynes, who wrote in his journal about a fast crush on a 
“beautiful boy” with “a lovely tan and crystal-blue eyes” and in 
whose car police found literature from the North American Man/ 
Boy Love Association (NAMBLA) but who had an adult girl¬ 
friend and was rumored to be lovers with Sicari, who also had a 
girlfriend. 28 

In other words, there may be nothing fundamental about a 
person that makes him a “pedophile.” So-called pedophiles do 
not have some genetic, or incurable, disease. Men who desire 
children can change their behavior to conform with the norms of 
a society that reviles it. Pedophilia can be renounced; in the 
medical language we now use to describe this sexual proclivity, 
it can be “cured.” Indeed, contrary to politicians’ claims, the 
recidivism rates of child sex offenders are among the lowest in 
the criminal population. Analyses of thousands of subjects in 
hundreds of studies in the United States and Canada have found 
that about 13 percent of sex offenders are rearrested, compared 
with 74 percent of all prisoners. 29 With treatment, the numbers 
are even better. The state of Vermont, for example, reported in 
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Psychologists and law enforcers call 
the man who loves teenagers a 
hebophile. That’s a psychiatric term, 
denoting pathological sexual deviance. 
But if we were to diagnose every 
American man for whom Miss (or Mr.) 
Teenage America was the optimal sex 
object, we’d have to call ourselves a 
nation of perverts. 

1995 that its reoffense rates after treatment were only 7 percent 
for pedophiles, 3 percent for incest perpetrators, and 3 percent 
for those who had committed “hands-off’ crimes such as exhibi¬ 
tionism. 30 

The Enemy Is Us 

All this rational talk may mean nothing to a parent. Nine in 
forty five million children are raped and murdered: slim odds, 
sure, but if it happens to your baby, who cares about the statis¬ 
tics? Still, most parents manage to put irrational fears in perspec¬ 
tive. Why, in spite of all information to the contrary, do Ameri¬ 
cans insist on believing that pedophiles are a major peril 
to their children? What do people fear so formidably? 

Our culture fears the pedophile, say some social critics, not 
because he is a deviant, but because he is ordinary. And I don’t 
mean because he is the ice-cream man or Father Patrick. No, we 
fear him because he is us. In his elegant study of “the culture of 
child molesting,” the literary critic James Kincaid traced this 
terror back to the middle of the nineteenth century. Then, he 
said, Anglo-American culture conjured childhood innocence, 
defining it as a desireless subjectivity, at the same time as it 
constructed a new ideal of the sexually desirable object. The two 
had identical attributes—softness, cuteness, docility, passivity— 
and this simultaneous cultural invention has presented us with a 
wicked psychosocial problem ever since. We relish our erotic 
attraction to children, says Kincaid (witness the child beauty 
pageants in which JonBenet Ramsey was entered). But we also 
find that attraction abhorrent (witness the public shock and dis¬ 
gust at JonBenet’s “sexualization” in those pageants). So we 
project that eroticized desire outward, creating a monster to hate, 
hunt down, and punish. 31 

In her classic 1981 study, Father-Daughter Incest, feminist- 
psychologist Judith Lewis Herman suggested another source of 
self-revulsion that might lead us to project outward. Child abuse, 
she said, is close to home, built into the structure of the “nor¬ 
mal,” “traditional” family. Take the family’s paternal authority 
enforced through violence, along with its feminine and child 
submission, its prohibitions against sexual talk and touch, and 
its privacy sanctified and inviolable, she said. Add repressed 
desire, and the potential of incest festers, waiting to happen. 32 


Herman’s work was at the front edge of a horrifying suspi¬ 
cion, the truth of which is now firmly established. Even if child- 
sex crimes against strangers are rare, incest is not. Like pedo¬ 
philia, it’s hard to say how common it is, since incest figures are 
almost as muddied as those of adult-child sex outside the family. 
On one hand, child abuse statistics are notoriously unreliable; 
for example, of the 319,000 reports of sexual abuse of children 
in 1993, two-thirds were unsubstantiated. 33 The expansion of 
the definitions of family members, the ages of people considered 
children, and the types of interactions labeled abuse have jacked 
up incest figures. So has the popular suspicion of incest as an 
invisible source of later psychological distress, especially among 
women. Since the 1980s, self-help authors have claimed that 
you don’t even have to remember a sexual event to know it 
occurred. “If you think you were abused and your life shows the 
symptoms, then you were,” wrote Ellen Bass in The Courage to 
Heal?* The symptoms of past molestation listed in such books 
range from asthma to neglect of one’s teeth. 35 

On the other hand, professionals under the influence of 
Freud have denied the existence of incest for decades, interpret¬ 
ing children’s reports of real seductions as oedipal fantasies, and 
still may count only cases involving physical coercion, discount¬ 
ing the inestimable pressures on children to yield to a parent’s 
sexual advances out of dependency, fear, loyalty, or love. 

At any rate, reliable sources show that more than half, and 
some say almost all, of sexual abuse is visited upon children by 
their own family members or parental substitutes. 36 The federal 
government recorded over 217,000 cases in 1993 (fewer than 
the media hysteria would indicate, but still plenty). 37 
Research confirms what is intuitively clear: that the worst devas¬ 
tation is wrought not by sex per se but by the betrayal of the 
child’s fundamental trust. And the closer the relation, the more 
forced or intimate the sex acts, and the longer and later in a 
child’s life they persist, the more hurtful is the immediate trauma 
and longer-lasting the harm of incest. Incest is a qualitatively 
different experience from sex with a nonfamily adult; almost 
inevitably, the former is a lot worse. 38 Even those who don’t buy 
Kincaid’s claim that the cultural “we” are drooling over the pre- 
pubescent Macaulay Culkin cavorting through Home Alone in 
his underpants or Herman’s metaphor of the family as incest 
incubator might be surprised to find that their own secret yearn¬ 
ings could be illegal. The vast majority of so-called pedophiles 
do not go out and ravage small children. So-called criminals are 
most often caught not touching but looking at something called 
child pornography (which I will get to in a moment). And their 
desired objects are not “children” but adolescents, about the age 
of the model Kate Moss at the start of her modeling career. 39 
“The clients are usually white, suburban, married businessmen 
who want a blow job from a teenage boy but don’t consider 
themselves gay, and heterosexual men who seek out young girls,” 
said Edith Springer, who worked for many years with teenage 
prostitutes in New York’s Times Square. “I have never in all my 
years of therapy and counseling come across what the media 
advertise as a ‘pedophile.’” 

Psychologists and law enforcers call the man who loves 
teenagers a hebophile. That’s a psychiatric term, denoting patho¬ 
logical sexual deviance. But if we were to diagnose every Ameri- 
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can man for whom Miss (or Mr.) Teenage America was the opti¬ 
mal sex object, we’d have to call ourselves a nation of 
perverts. If the teenage body were not the culture’s ideal of sexi¬ 
ness, junior high school girls probably would not start starving 
themselves as soon as they notice a secondary sex characteristic, 
and the leading lady (on-screen or in life) would not customarily 
be twenty to forty years younger than the leading man. I asked 
Meg Kaplan, a widely respected clinician who treats sex offend¬ 
ers at the New York State Psychiatric Institute’s Sexual Behavior 
Clinic, about the medicalization and criminalization of the taste 
for adolescent flesh. “Show me a heterosexual male who’s not 
attracted to teenagers,” she snorted. “Puh-leeze.” 

Rather than indict our Monday night football buddies, 
rather than indict the family, though, we circle the wagons and 
project danger outward. “Screen out anyone who might be dam¬ 
aging to your child. Whenever possible, assume childcare re¬ 
sponsibilities,” the FBI’s Kenneth Lanning advised the readers 
of Life. “Tell your kids that if an adult seems too good to be true, 
maybe he is.” 40 

Genealogy of a Monster 

Days after Jeffrey Curley’s murder, the Boston Herald was 
fulfilling its public duty to provide sound-bite cultural analysis. 
“[Sjexually oriented Internet chat rooms, the proliferation of 
sexual situations on TV, and easy access to hard-core pornogra¬ 
phy are creating more damaged children and possibly the next 
generation of pedophiles,” opined one “expert.” Another 
blamed welfare reform, which sent single mothers to work, leav¬ 
ing their kids to fend on their own. “And there are always child 
molesters looking for these kids.” 41 

Dire assessments of a morally anarchic world are not new. 
But they tend to crop up in times of social transformation, when 
the economy trembles or when social institutions crumble and 
many people feel they’re losing control of their jobs, their fu¬ 
tures, or their children’s lives. At times like these, 
the childmolesting monster can be counted on to creep from the 
rubble. 

He first showed his grizzly face in modem Anglo-Ameri¬ 
can history at the height of industrialization, in the late nine¬ 
teenth century. In the cities and mill towns, poor and working- 
class children and adolescents left their homes and went out to 
work, where they met with new opportunities for sexual 
pleasure and new sources of sexual and economic pain. The young 
working girl’s pleasures—to dance, flirt, or engage in casual 
prostitution to augment her meager wages—offended Victorian 
and religious morals. Her pains—exploitation and harassment 
in the factories, rape, disease, and unwed motherhood—outraged 
feminists and socioeconomic reformers. The English writer Henry 
Worsley called the factory a “school of iniquity” producing in 
the child an unseemly “precocity” about “the adult world and its 
pleasures.” 42 The press, eager to heat up these simmering sensi¬ 
tivities, ’’discovered” in the gutters a marketplace in which ve¬ 
nal capitalism fornicated with sexual license. This commerce 
was called white slavery. 

In 1885, the popular tabloid Pall Mall Gazette introduced 
London’s readers to the “white slaver.” Its sensationalist series 


During the 1960s and 1970s, sex panic 
gave way to sexual liberation, includ¬ 
ing, for a brief moment, the notion that 
children had a right to sexual expres¬ 
sion. “Sex is a natural appetite,” wrote 
Heidi Handman and Peter Brennan in 
1974, in Sex Handbook: Information 
and Help for Minors. 


“The Maiden Tribute of Modem Babylon,” one of the most suc¬ 
cessful “exposes” in journalistic history, told of a black market 
in which virgin girls were sold by their hapless mothers to wicked 
neighborhood procuresses, who in turn prostituted them to ea¬ 
ger, amoral “gentlemen.” The articles ignited one of the greatest 
moral panics in modem British history. 43 

When a similar panic took hold in America a decade or so 
later, it had literally a different complexion. Waves of immi¬ 
grants from China, southern Europe, and Ireland, as well as blacks 
from the South, were pouring into the cities. And while African 
chattel slavery had been abolished, racism was hardly dead. 
“White slavery” was so named to denote that its alleged victims 
were of northern European descent (the institutionalized rape of 
African slaves would not be acknowledged until a century later). 
Meanwhile, the sexual salesmen described in almost all accounts 
of “white slavery” were swarthy-sinister almost by defmition- 
Jews, Italians, and Greeks. 44 

Although adult prostitution did flourish in the new indus¬ 
trial cities, the trade in children on either side of the Atlantic was 
virtually an invention. 45 The Gazette’s editor, it turned out, had 
engineered the abduction of the “five-pound virgin” (referring 
to her price, not her weight) around whom his expose was built; 46 
“the throngs of child prostitutes” claimed by London’s anti- 
white-slavery campaigners were “imaginary products of sensa¬ 
tional journalism intended to capture the attention of a prurient 
Victorian public,” according to the historian Judith Walkowitz. 47 
Rates of American prostitution were also hugely inflated: one 
figure reported in the New York suffragist press was multiplied 
tenfold from probable reality. 48 Nevertheless, both moral cam¬ 
paigns led to a spate of sex restrictive legislation. Following the 
“Maiden Tribute” articles, the British age of consent rose from 
thirteen to sixteen. 49 In America, between 1886 and 1895, twenty- 
nine states raised theirs from as low as seven to as high as eigh¬ 
teen. 50 Some of the laws, like the British criminalization of ho¬ 
mosexuality, stayed on the books into the late twentieth cen¬ 
tury. 

As the twentieth century progressed, the sex monster went 
into hibernation. He was briefly roused during the Depression, 
when widespread financial failure threatened an epidemic of foun¬ 
dering masculine confidence and sparked suspicions of a com¬ 
pensatory “hypermasculinity” that would burst out in patho¬ 
logical desires for young bodies. 51 The child molester slumbered 
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again, however, when World War II gave America a real enemy, 
and no little debauchery was tolerated both stateside, between 
the women and high schoolers left to run the factories, and near 
the front, where single and married fighting men took sexual 
R&R with the residents of the war’s scarred cities. 52 

When the war ended, however, it was time to get gender 
and the family back to “normal.” Men had to resume the 
breadwinning and women the bread baking. The homosexual 
culture that had seen its first sparks in the barracks and 
soldiers’ bars had to be extinguished. 53 And teenagers, who had 
enjoyed a taste of adult wage earning and adult sexual license 
during the wars and the Depression, had to be dispatched back to 
childhood. Lingering resistance required an antidote: a social 
menace to make the renewed old order more attractive. And be¬ 
fore FBI director J. Edgar Hoover and Senator Joseph McCarthy 
began painting that menace red, they set their sites on pink: the 
first targets of their inquests were homosexuals in the State De¬ 
partment. The hounded homosexuals in high places stood as a 
public example of (and to) perverts allegedly on the loose every¬ 
where. The photomontage running beside Hoover’s famous 1947 
article “How Safe Is Your Daughter?” announced the return of 
the sex monster: three white girls in fluffy dresses and ankle 
socks fleeing from a huge, hovering masculine hand. “The 
nation’s women and children will never be secure,” the caption 
read, inserting a heart-stopping ellipsis “... so long as degener¬ 
ates run wild.” 54 

During this time, psychology was establishing itself as a 
profession, the apex of a centuries-long process by which the 
management of social deviance shifted from the purview of 
preachers to that of clinicians. Modem case books gave the mon¬ 
ster a new name: the “sexual psychopath,” compelled to 
molest children by “uncontrolled and uncontrollable desires.” 55 
By the mid-1950s, prewar anxieties about masculinity had ze¬ 
roed in on sex between men, and in both the academy and the 
public imagination the psychopath took on the stereotypic char¬ 
acteristics of the homosexual, and vice versa. Boys were alerted 
never to enter public toilets alone. And after every grisly crime 
against a child, the gay bars were sure to be raided. 56 As they had 
a half century earlier, the headlines rang out alarms of a crime 
wave against children: “Kindergarten Girl Accosted by Man,” 
“9 Charges against Molester of Girls,” “What Shall We Do about 
Sex Offenders?” 57 But also like the panic of that earlier era, this 
one reflected no actual increase in violent sex crimes against 
children. Nevertheless, commissions were empaneled, new laws 
were passed, and arrests increased. Whereas most of these, like 
most arrests today, were for minor offenses such as flashing or 
consensual homosexual sex, 58 a few highly publicized violent 
crimes drew a clangor of public demand for dragnets, vigilante 
squads, life imprisonment, indefinite incarceration in mental in¬ 
stitutions, castration, and execution of the psycho killers, 59 all of 
which were revived in the 1980s and 1990s. 

During the 1960s and 1970s, sex panic gave way to sexual 
liberation, including, for a brief moment, the notion that chil¬ 
dren had a right to sexual expression. “Sex is a natural appetite,” 
wrote Heidi Handman and Peter Brennan in 1974, in Sex Hand¬ 
book: Information and Help for Minors. “If you’re old enough to 
want to have sex, you’re old enough to have it.” 60 But as women’s 


and children’s sexual options were proclaimed, their experiences 
of coercion were also thrown into relief. Feminists started speak¬ 
ing out against sexual violence under the cloak of family and 
romantic intimacy; suspicion grew that child sexual abuse was 
epidemic. An industry of therapists specializing in unearthing 
past abuse and curing its purported effects began to prosper. 

The cold war was melting into detente; for the first time in 
living memory, Americans were bereft of national enemies and 
native subversives. The new political-therapeutic alliance un¬ 
earthed the same old nemesis to children’s sexual innocence and 
safety. But, in the age of media, the old white slaver-child mo¬ 
lester wore a modem hat. Now, besides kidnapping and ravish¬ 
ing children, he was taking their pictures and selling them for 
profit. The pedophile had taken up a sideline as a pomographer. 

The Modern Monster 

The child pomographer, when he first came to public light 
in 1976, was a feeble beast and an even worse businessman. In 
fact, he was almost bankrupt. Raids aimed at cleaning up Times 
Square for the Democratic Convention uncovered only a minus¬ 
cule cache of kiddie pom. 61 But those few stacks of dusty, de¬ 
cades-old black-and-white rags, already illegal, were enough to 
launch a crusade. It was led by a team that would epitomize the 
anti-child-porn forces: a child psychiatrist, Judianne Densen- 
Gerber, who founded the dmg-rehabilitation empire Odyssey 
House in New York, and a vice cop, Sergeant Lloyd Martin, of 
the Los Angeles Police Department. 

The two careened from sea to sea, stoking outsized claims. 
Before a congressional committee in 1977, Densen-Gerber esti¬ 
mated that 1.2 million children were victims of child prostitu¬ 
tion and pornography, including ’’snuff’ films in which they 
were killed for viewers’ titillation. 62 Martin traveled the country 
orating speeches of evangelical fervor, warning America on one 
Christian television show, for instance, that “pedophiles actu¬ 
ally wait for babies to be bom so that, just minutes after birth, 
they can grab the post-fetuses and sexually victimize them.” 63 
At that 1977 congressional committee, he declared that the sexual 
exploitation of children was “worse than homicide.” 64 

Within a few years, police testified that child pom had 
never been more than a boutique business even in its modest 
heyday in the late 1960s. The first law wiped out what little 
kiddie pom remained on the street, and by the early 1980s, the 
head of the New York Police Department’s Public Morals 
Division proclaimed the stuff “as rare as the Dead Sea Scrolls.” 65 
The 1.2 million figure, which Densen-Gerber subsequently 
doubled, 66 was revealed to be the arbitrarily quadmpled esti¬ 
mate of an unsubstantiated number one author said he’d “thrown 
out” to get a reaction from the law enforcement community. 67 
Densen-Gerber would soon slip from the public eye under suspi¬ 
cions of embezzling public monies and employing coercive and 
humiliating methods at Odyssey House. 68 Martin would later be 
removed from his post at the LAPD for harassing witnesses and 
falsifying evidence. 69 

But their work had been accomplished. The press contin¬ 
ued to broadcast their bogus statistics. And hardly a year after 
Densen-Gerber’s first press conference, Congress passed the Pro- 
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tection of Children against Sexual Exploitation Act of 1977, 
prohibiting the production and commercial distribution of ob¬ 
scene depictions of children younger than sixteen. One of the 
first casualties was Show Me!, a sex education book for prepu- 
bescent children featuring explicit photographs of children, from 
around six to their early teens, engaged in sex play. When it was 
published in 1970, the book was showered with awards. Under 
the new restrictions on “child pornography,” it became illegal to 
publish, distribute, and, eventually, even to own anywhere in 
the United States. 

Then, in 1979, a six-year-old middle-class white boy named 
Etan Patz turned the comer on his way to school in lower Man¬ 
hattan and was never seen again. Two years later, six-year-old 
Adam Walsh’s head was found floating in a Florida canal. Fed¬ 
eral and private money began funneling toward a newly named 
victim, the Missing and Exploited Child. Soon, hundreds of 
“missing children” were beseeching would-be rescuers from the 
containers of that quintessential^ 
maternal food, milk. Local police 
departments set up child-finding 
units, which distributed pamphlets 
and dispatched trainers and speak¬ 
ers. Parents and teachers were get¬ 
ting the message: the molester-kid¬ 
napper was everywhere. 

Most frightening, he was lurk¬ 
ing where the most vulnerable chil¬ 
dren were sent for nurture and safe¬ 
keeping: nursery school. And he 
had joined up with an omnipotent 
ally: none other than Satan. In 
1984, the media started following 
breathlessly as the trial unfolded 
in southern California of Peggy 
Buckey, the elderly proprietor of 
the McMartin Preschool, and her 
son Ray, a beloved teacher. The 
two had been accused by three- 
year-olds of bizarre tortures—anal rape with knives and pencils, 
animal mutilation, oral sex performed on clowns—“satanic ritual 
abuse” allegedly carried out in broad daylight in open-door class¬ 
rooms, where parents and other teachers could walk in at any 
time. 

No child had volunteered any such story until being inter¬ 
viewed by Kee MacFarlane and her team of social workers at the 
Children’s Institute International in Los Angeles, and the video¬ 
tapes of these interviews revealed bewildered and resistant ba¬ 
bies being hectored into assenting to the narratives fed them by 
their interrogators. Indeed, by the end of the longest and most 
expensive criminal trial in U.S. history, it was the tapes them¬ 
selves that exonerated the Buckeys. But eerily identical tales 
began to surface in schools across the nation. 70 In 1994, the U.S. 
government’s National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect re¬ 
ported on its five-year survey of eleven thousand psychiatric 
and police workers nationwide, covering the more than twelve 
thousand accusations of satanic ritual abuse. The investigation 
found “not a single case where there was clear corroborating 


evidence,” not a single snapshot or negative of the alleged rolls 
and rolls of child pornography produced by the deviants. 71 But 
new accusations, all unsupported, kept coming. The latest were 
in Wenatchee, Washington, in 1995, where forty-three people 
were accused of some twenty-nine thousand counts of sexual 
abuse involving sixty children, all without a shred of evidence. 72 
At the beginning of the new millennium, many innocents are 
still behind bars. 73 

Debbie Nathan and Michael Snedeker argued in Satan's 
Silence that the day-care abuse scares tapped popular anxieties 
about women working outside the home and leaving their chil¬ 
dren with others. But these fears were given shape and heft by a 
certain world view, which was attached to a certain political 
agenda. It was that of the religious Right (who believed that 
Satan literally walked the earth), with the cautious endorsement 
of feminist sexual conservatives—the same bedfellows who 
would lie down together in the 1986 Meese commission. 

As anthropologist Carole S. 
Vance pointed out, the Meese com¬ 
mission was not inclined to recom¬ 
mend any policies that feminists 
would champion, such as aid to 
women who wanted to leave abu¬ 
sive men or legal protections of sex 
workers from violence and eco¬ 
nomic exploitation. Rather, it 
erected a broad federal network to 
chase and prosecute symbolic as¬ 
saults on its own ideas of morality, 
that is, on smut peddlers. But its 
offensive against adult pornogra¬ 
phy failed to generate heartfelt sup¬ 
port in the heartland. Several mu¬ 
nicipal antipornography ordi¬ 
nances crafted by its prime feminist 
confederates, Catharine McKinnon 
and Andrea Dworkin, had already 
fallen to constitutional challenge. 
Prosecutors backed off bringing obscenity cases 
against “adult” material, which were almost impossible to win. 

Right-wing organizations that had long fought for censor¬ 
ship of erotica were determined to stay the course. Shrewdly, 
they abandoned their old maiden in distress, “decency,” and 
took up the cause of “families and children.” Citizens for De¬ 
cency Through Law (founded in 1957 by that paragon of de¬ 
cency through law, savings-and-loan swindler Charles Keating) 
became the Children’s Legal Foundation, which metamorphosed 
into the National Family Legal Foundation. Reverend Donald 
Wildmon’s National Federation for Decency became the Ameri¬ 
can Family Association, and the National Coalition Against 
Pornography (N-CAP) spun off the National Law Center for Chil¬ 
dren and Families. The Justice Department’s National Obscenity 
Enforcement Unit, set up after the Meese commission, was re¬ 
christened the Child Exploitation and Obscenity Section. The 
wide, fat enemy “pornography” began to fade from view. Now 
both antipom feminist and conservative propaganda aimed at 
the sleaker “hard-core,” the scarier “child pornography.” 


As anthropologist Carole S. Vance 
pointed out, the Meese commission 
was not inclined to recommend any 
policies that feminists would cham¬ 
pion, such as aid to women who 
wanted to leave abusive men or legal 
protections of sex workers from 
violence and economic exploitation. 
Rather, it erected a broad federal 
network to chase and prosecute 
symbolic assaults on its own ideas of 
morality, that is, on smut peddlers. 
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And where was this new pomographer? Densen-Gerber and 
Martin had been unable to run him down on the urban streets. 
He’d eluded capture in the suburban childcare centers. Now, 
said his pursuers, the fugitive had found his way to everywhere 
and nowhere. He was on the Internet, where he had joined a vast 
club that zipped pictures of copulating kids among them, sidled 
up to children in chat rooms, and enticed them into real-world 
motels and malls. With the family room connected by a mere 
modem to the wild open cyberspaces, even the home was no 
longer safe. As the cover of one “family-values” magazine blared, 
“CYBERPORN STEALS HOME.” 

Snared in the Web 

In spite of proud FBI claims, many lawyers and journalists, 
including me, suspect that the child pomographer is the same 
penny-ante presence online as he was in Times Square. Bruce 
Selcraig, a government investigator of child pornography dur¬ 
ing the 1980s who went online in 1996 as a journalist to review 
the situation, concluded the same. In the cyberspeech debate, he 
said, the dissemination of child pom amounted to “a tuna-sized 
red herring.” 74 


R. P. “Toby” Tyler proudly announced as much. The govern¬ 
ment had shellacked the competition, he said; now law enforce¬ 
ment agencies were the sole reproducers and distributors of child 
pornography. 75 Virtually all advertising, distribution, and sales 
to people considered potential lawbreakers were done by the 
federal government, in sting operations against people who have 
demonstrated (through, for instance, membership in NAMBLA) 
what agents regard as a predisposition to commit a crime. These 
solicitations were usually numerous and did not cease until the 
recipient took the bait. “In other words, there was no crime until 
the government seduced people into committing one,” Stanley 
wrote. 76 

If, as police claim, looking at child pom inspires molesters 
to go out and seduce living children, why were the feds doing 
the equivalent of distributing matches to arsonists? Their an¬ 
swer is: to stop the molesters before they strike again. Newspaper 
reports of arrests uniformly follow the same pattern: a federal 
agent poses as a minor online, hints at a desired meeting or agrees 
to one should the mark suggest it, and then arrests the would-be 
molester when he shows up. 77 But another logical answer to the 
almost exclusive use of stings to arrest would-be criminals is 
that the government, frustrated with the paucity of the crime 


From a relatively simple criminalization of production and distribution, the law 
eventually went after possession and then even viewing of child-erotic images at 
somebody else’s house. It raised the age of a “child” from sixteen to eighteen and 
defined as pornography pictures in which the subject is neither naked, nor doing 
anything sexual, nor, under the 1996 Child Pornography Prevention Act, is even an 
actual child. 


Aficionados and vice cops concede that practically all the 
sexually explicit images of children circulating cybemetically 
are the same stack of yellowing pages found at the back of those 
X-rated shops, only digitized. These pictures tend to be twenty 
to fifty years old, made overseas, badly re-reproduced, and for 
the most part pretty chaste. That may be why federal agents al¬ 
most never show journalists the contraband. But when I got a 
peek at a stash downloaded by Don Huycke, the national pro¬ 
gram manager for child pornography at the U.S. Customs Ser¬ 
vice, in 1995,1 was underwhelmed. Losing count after fifty pho¬ 
tos, I’d put aside three that could be called pornographic: a couple 
of shots of adolescents masturbating and one half-dressed twelve- 
year-old spreading her legs in a position more like a gymnast’s 
split than split beaver. The rest tended to be like the fifteen-year- 
old with a 1950s bob and an Ipana grin, sitting up straight, na¬ 
ked but demure, or the two towheaded six-year olds in under¬ 
pants, astride their bikes. 

So when these old pictures show up on the Net, who’s put¬ 
ting them there? Attorney Lawrence Stanley, who published in 
the Benjamin A. Cardozo Law Review what is widely consid¬ 
ered the most thorough research of child pornography in the 
1980s, concluded that the pomographers were almost exclusively 
cops. In 1990 at a southern California police seminar, the LAPD’s 


they claim is epidemic and around which huge networks of en¬ 
forcement operations have been built, have to stir the action to 
justify their jobs. 

The same logic can explain why the volume of anti-child- 
pom legislation has increased annually. From a relatively simple 
criminalization of production and distribution, the law eventu¬ 
ally went after possession and then even viewing of child-erotic 
images at somebody else’s house. It raised the age of a “child” 
from sixteen to eighteen and defined as pornography pictures in 
which the subject is neither naked, nor doing anything sexual, 
nor, under the 1996 Child Pornography Prevention Act, is even 
an actual child. Legislation that was first justified as a protection 
of real children has evolved to statutes criminalizing the depic¬ 
tion of any person engaged in sexual activity who is intended to 
look like a minor. That may be a young-looking Asian adult 
woman lasciviously sucking a lollipop. Or she may also be a 
computer-generated image created by manipulating pixels until 
an adult morphs into a child or a child appears to be performing 
a sex act. 78 

Such bills have almost invariably been sponsored by con¬ 
servative Republicans-with support from right-wing and funda¬ 
mentalist Christian organizations and antipomography feminists. 
And even while some legislators privately express doubts that 


26 


ALTERNATIVE PRESS REVIEW 


SUMMER 2005 









they protect children, these proposals are unstoppable. “When 
the Senate votes on child issues, they’re all on one side,” Patrick 
Trueman, a lobbyist for the American Family Association and 
former head of justice Department’s National Obscenity Enforce¬ 
ment Unit, told me in 1989. “We got the toughest law in 1988”— 
the Child Protection and Enforcement Act—“because it had the 
words child exploitation in it, though most of it was directed to 
adult pornography.” So, have the government’s efforts worked 
to round up dangerous pedophiles? 

In 1995, the FBI launched its child-pornography task force 
Innocent Images, which trains special agents under a congres¬ 
sional grant of ten million dollars to rout out pedophiles on the 
Net. From 1996 to 2000, the unit initiated 2,609 cases. But barely 
20 percent of those generated indictments, with just 17 percent 
resulting in convictions. 79 The FBI’s Peter Gullotta told James 
Kincaid that Innocent Images had achieved 439 convictions since 
1995. How were these criminals found? “It’s like fishing in a 
pond full of hungry fish,” Gullotta told Kincaid. “Every time 
you put a line with live bait in there, you’re going to get one.” 80 
This might sound like inducement (especially to journalists like 


local task forces nationwide, U.S. Postal Service Inspector Gen¬ 
eral Kenneth Weaver claimed that Landslide was “the tip of the 
iceberg” in what the New York Times paraphrased as “a growing 
market for child pornography via the Internet.” 82 The story was 
front-page news in every market I checked, and the Times ran it 
in the spot reserved for the day’s most important story, the top 
right-hand column. 

Were these customers predisposed to crime, besides the il¬ 
legal act of looking at images of minors who might or might not 
be engaging in sex? According to the FBI’s Gullotta when he 
spoke to Kincaid, the typical catch has no previous criminal 
record. Almost no such case goes to trial; the defendants plead 
guilty. The government calls this more evidence of guilt. 83 But, 
again, closer examination of such cases (in fact, of most child 
abuse charges) reveals that pleas are often taken under advice of 
counsel to eliminate the chance of a long prison sentence and 
also to limit the personal destruction that publicity wreaks even 
if the accused is exonerated. 84 

Unfortunately, plea bargains, because they lack the details 
of depositions, interrogations at trial, and the defense’s version 
of events, make it almost impossible to tell what the person is 


In New York, Fotomat employees reported nude shots of a six-year-old son taken 
by a photography student. The father was handcuffed and taken from his home, 
while his children were rushed out in their pajamas to be examined for sexual 
abuse. No evidence of abuse was found, and the man was not brought to trial. But 
he was barred from his home for two months and forbidden to see his youngest 
daughter. 


myself, who have talked to the fish)—the same tactics that Stanley 
described in the 1980s, only updated from snail mail to e-mail. 81 

The federal government’s biggest success to date concluded 
in August 2001, with the arrest of the two owners of Landslide 
Productions, Inc., and one hundred of their customers in Fort 
Worth, Texas. Landslide maintained a profitable pornography 
Web site that offered, in addition to adult pom, links to foreign 
sites that contain images considered child pornography under 
U.S. law. The two owners were arrested for possession and distri¬ 
bution, not production, of child pornography, and the subscrib¬ 
ers were arrested for possession. While one of these customers 
was identified as a “registered child sex offender” and another as 
having been convicted of four “sex crimes” in the past, none 
arrested in this operation was indicted for abuse of an actual 
child. To draw out the child pom aficionados from among the 
site’s 250,000 mostly law-abiding subscribers, the government 
advertised sales of child-pornographic tapes and CD-ROMs un¬ 
der the name of the company, which it had seized in 1999. When 
a person placed an order, a package was sent and the buyer ar¬ 
rested on its delivery. 

Although the shutdown of one site and the arrest of one 
hundred customers took four years and engaged unnumbered 
justice Department agents, as well as thirty federally financed 


accused of doing, much less whether he did it. Federal statistics 
aren’t much help. According to Kincaid, neither the FBI nor the 
National Center for Missing and Exploited Children now keeps 
track of how many children are actually lured to danger after 
online assignations, the feared eventuality that motivates these 
operations. Journalists are frustrated by more than insufficient 
data, though. In 1995, while I covered the story of the first man 
convicted for possession of “lascivious” videotapes of minors 
who were neither naked nor doing anything sexual, I arrived at 
the justice Department in Washington, D.C., only to learn that 
my scheduled viewing of the evidence had been canceled be¬ 
cause, well, the tapes were illegal. Exposing the models to my 
eyes, an agent told me, would criminally harm them (I later 
learned that portions of the tapes had aired on Court TV). I drove 
six hours to western Pennsylvania, where the court clerk set me 
up with a VCR, and I yawned through hours of badly filmed 
images no racier than a Bahamas tourism commercial. Similar 
restrictions were placed on reportage of the Landslide investiga¬ 
tion. According to the Times , “the authorities did not release the 
addresses of the actual [foreign] sites” allegedly offering child- 
pornographic images, and the only models described were two 
British siblings, a girl and a boy, ages eight and six. 85 But agents 
did not reveal whether these children were photographed engag- 
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ing in sexual activity, and journalists were obviously unable to 
inspect the images themselves. In 1999, thirty-two-year veteran 
radio journalist Larry Matthews was sentenced to eighteen 
months in federal prison for receiving and transmitting a child- 
pornographic image in the process of reporting a story on child- 
pom chat rooms. In fact, prosecutors were alerted to his activities 
when he reported what he called “terrible things”—the posting 
by a mother apparently offering up her children for sex with 
adults. 86 

Statistics that I got from the National Center for Missing 
and Exploited Children in 1996 indicated that the feared even¬ 
tuality that motivates all this activity had rarely come to pass. 
Only twenty-three minors were enticed to malls and hotel rooms 
by their adult suitors between 1994 and 1996, none of these 
“children” was under thirteen, and most were at least a couple of 
years older than that. A 2001 survey conducted by the Univer¬ 
sity of New Hampshire found that almost a fifth of ten- to seven¬ 
teen-year-olds who went online re¬ 
ceived sexual solicitations from 
“strangers,” an unspecified number of 
whom may have been adults. However, 
it would be hard to impute widespread 
harm to these experiences. Three-quar¬ 
ters of the youth said they were not 
distressed by the posts. And, wrote the 
researchers, “no youth in the sample 
was actually sexually assaulted as a re¬ 
sult of contacts made over the 
Internet.” 87 As for pedophiles caught 
in the act, as far as I can gather only 
one such case has occurred: the infa¬ 
mous Orchid Club, whose members 
took turns having sex with a child in 
front of videocams that broadcast their 
doings to their compatriots in real 
time. 88 This act of sexual violence was 
already a crime before child pom law 
and remains so, as it should. 

Meanwhile, local authorities 
have dived enthusiastically into the broadening legal defini¬ 
tions of smut, with the result that more and more citizens are 
finding themselves entangled with the law for making and keep¬ 
ing truly innocent images. In the early 1990s, the Nebraska at¬ 
torney general ordered a local policeman to burn nine thousand 
slides, each of an individual naked child, assembled by psy¬ 
chologist William Farrall to be used with the penile plethysmo- 
graph, an instrument that measures sexual arousal. Psycholo¬ 
gists employed the pictures along with the device to assess the 
progress of thousands of sex offenders in treatment nationwide. 89 
After the passage of The Child Pornography Prevention Act of 
1996, Oklahoma police seized a copy of the film of Gunter Grass’s 
Nobel Prize-winning The Tin Drum from a video rental store 
because of an inexplicit scene in the movie in which a man who 
refuses to grow out of his child’s body (to avoid participating in 
fascism) performs what some construed as oral sex on an adult 
woman. And in the 1990s, cases proliferated in which clerks in 
photo-developing shops, instructed to alert the police of any 


“suspicious” pictures, flagged such classic “bear mg” shots as 
moms in the tub with their babies, which led to the arrests of the 
photographers, and worse. 90 In New York, Fotomat employees 
reported nude shots of a six-year-old son taken by a photogra¬ 
phy student. The father was handcuffed and taken from his home, 
while his children were rushed out in their pajamas to be exam¬ 
ined for sexual abuse. No evidence of abuse was found, and the 
man was not brought to trial. But he was barred from his home for 
two months and forbidden to see his youngest daughter. Cynthia 
Stewart, an Oberlin, Ohio, mother, was nabbed when a photo¬ 
graph of her eight-year-old daughter in the bath was fingered as 
“pornographic” by a photo-shop clerk. Stewart escaped pros¬ 
ecution (and potential imprisonment) only after agreeing to state 
publicly that two of her pictures could be interpreted as “sexu¬ 
ally oriented” and allowing prosecutors to destroy them; she 
also consented to participate in six months of anti-abuse coun¬ 
seling. Although she found the smarmy implications of these 
measures abhorrent, she complied in 
order to save her daughter the trauma 
of a trial. 91 

False Security 

Civil libertarians have called 
these laws unconstitutionally vague: 
a reasonable person can’t know in ad¬ 
vance if he is breaking them. They’ve 
diverted millions of taxpayer dollars 
from real child welfare and created an 
atmosphere of puritanical surveillance 
over all U.S. citizens in the dubious 
name of catching a small number of 
people who, if left alone, might do 
nothing more harmful to minors than 
sit around and masturbate to pictures 
of ten-year-olds in bathing suits. 

But the legislative legacy of the 
child-abuse panic has done more than 
abridge the First Amendment. For 
Americans convicted of any sex crime, legislation passed in the 
1990s arguably constitutes cruel and unusual, and perpetual, 
punishment. By 1999, according to the Center for Missing and 
Exploited Children, all fifty states had enacted “Megan’s laws,” 
requiring paroled sex offender registration and community noti¬ 
fication; more stringent laws win states more federal crime-fight¬ 
ing funds. 92 In many states, parolees are required to register re¬ 
gardless of the nature of their crime. In 2001, a judge in Corpus 
Christi, Texas, ordered twenty-one registered offenders to post 
“DANGER: Registered Sex Offender” notices on their homes 
and cars. 93 

Sweeping over individual differences, politicians routinely 
refer to the former convicts as sexual predators, a phrase connot¬ 
ing insatiable appetite and sharp teeth. But as the rhetoric 
mounted during the 1990s, even predator wasn’t scary enough. 
Following Kansas’s lead in 1994, “sexually violent predator” 
laws spread across the states, which allowed the indefinite incar¬ 
ceration in psychiatric facilities of sex criminals who had com- 


After the passage of The Child 
Pornography Prevention Act of 
1996, Oklahoma police seized a 
copy of the film of Gunter Grass’s 
Nobel Prize-winning The Tin 
Drum from a video rental store 
because of an inexplicit scene in 
the movie in which a man who re¬ 
fuses to grow out of his child’s 
body (to avoid participating in fas¬ 
cism) performs what some con¬ 
strued as oral sex on an adult 
woman. 
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pleted prison sentences but were deemed likely to commit an¬ 
other crime. 94 To qualify as a sexually violent predator, the con¬ 
vict had to manifest a “mental abnormality” or “personality dis¬ 
order,” diagnoses about as exact as “a real fruitcake” and as 
common as compulsive eating. They were also remarkably remi¬ 
niscent of the “uncontrollable desires” of the 1950s. 95 

Those who work with sex offenders have warned that such 
policies might do no good and even could do harm. For one 
thing, former sex offenders are at far lower risk of committing 
new crimes than those released from prison after serving time for 
other crimes. 96 Nevertheless, rage against sex criminals is often 
far greater, and community no¬ 
tification laws serve to focus that 
rage. Since their inception, such 
programs have fueled harass¬ 
ment and vigilantism, 97 which 
further isolate and unnerve the 
parolee, leading to the exact 
opposite of the law’s intended 
effect. “You ban somebody 
from the community, he has no 
friends, he feels bad about him¬ 
self, and you reinforce the very 
problems that contribute to the 
sex abuse behavior in the first 
place,” Robert Freeman-Longo, 
former director of the Safer So¬ 
ciety Program and president of 
the Association for the Treat¬ 
ment of Sexual Abusers, told 
me. “You make him a better sex 
offender.” 

Some criminal-justice 
practices, moreover, seem to 
have no other intent but to keep 
the public on the edge of its 
seats. During the summer of 
1997, California’s Justice De¬ 
partment set up a sort of side¬ 
show booth at state fairs featur¬ 
ing an LED screen that end¬ 
lessly scrolled the names of the 
state’s registered sex offenders, 
along with their addresses- 
sixty-four thousand in all. What 
the shocked viewers did not 
know was that because regis¬ 
tration in that state covered crimes committed as far back as the 
1940s, many of the “predators” on the list had been arrested for 
victimless misdemeanors like soliciting a prostitute or cruising 
a man in a gay bar. 98 Tom Masters, program director of correc¬ 
tional treatment services at Oregon State Hospital, described such 
policymaking succinctly: “A lot of crime legislation is a func¬ 
tion of politics, and not of rehabilitation or community safety.” 

Nor, I would add, is it a function of community sanity. In 
1984, at the beginning of the sex-lawmaking frenzy, the authors 
of the final report on U.S. Senator William V. Roth’s Child Por¬ 


nography and Pedophilia hearings noted what they called a para¬ 
dox. “Good laws often lead to more arrests,” they wrote, “thus 
making it appear that more new laws are needed to curb what the 
public perceives as an increase in crime.” 99 Nevertheless, the 
commissioners recommended more laws, which led to more bu¬ 
reaucracy, more agents, more investigations, and more arrests. 
And that, said Eric Lotke of the National Center for Institutions 
and Alternatives, created another paradox: the public felt falsely 
safer and also more fearful. 

Lynn Johnston, in the comic strip “For Better or For Worse,” 
described the sadness and bafflement that can accompany these 

contradictory feelings. In a strip 
at the end of the 1990s, John, 
the father, amiably chats with a 
five-year-old at the supermarket. 
Her panicked mother swoops 
down the aisle. ’’VANESSA!!!” 
she cries. “Don’t talk to that man 
... we don’t know who he is!!!” 
Back at home, John’s wife com¬ 
forts him as he holds his own 
toddler in his lap. “She was just 
protecting her child, honey,” 
says Elly. “I know,” John an¬ 
swers. “If s just that now and then 
I hate the world we’re living in.” 
The reader was left to infer what 
about the world this archetypal 
baby boomer hated, the 
pedophiles or the paranoia. 

Vanessa’s mother was do¬ 
ing the “right thing,” according 
to the local police who would 
have spoken at her daughter’s 
school. But for the child’s sake, 
it was the wrong thing. Panic 
about adult-child sex, like panic 
about anything, prompts fewer 
right decisions than wrong ones, 
and the wrong ones can be 
breathtakingly wrong. Attorney 
General Janet Reno’s decision 
to lay siege to the Branch 
Davidian compound in Waco, 
Texas, was based in part on ru¬ 
mors of child abuse going on in¬ 
side. 100 In the ensuing conflagra¬ 
tion, eighty people died, including twenty-four children. 101 

Trying to fortify the nuclear family by fomenting suspi¬ 
cion of strangers fractures the community of adults and children; 
it can leave children defenseless in abusive homes. Projecting 
sexual menace onto a cardboard monster and pouring money 
and energy into vanquishing him distract adults from teaching 
children the subtle skills of loving with both trust and discrimi¬ 
nation. Ultimately, children are rendered more vulnerable both 
at home and in the world. 



In 1997 Oklahoma City police siezed copies of the Academy 
Award winning film “The Tin Drum” on the grounds that it 
was child pornography. 
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T he new documentary film by Judy Irving, The Wild Parrots 
of Telegraph Hill, and the book of the same title by Mark 
Bittner, have few obvious implications for global war or peace, 
resource depletion, global economic meltdown, or any of the 
other grim subjects I have primarily focused on in these pages 
for the past few years. Partly for that very reason (we all need a break 
from time to time), but mostly because of the evocative, thought-provok¬ 
ing qualities of both the film and the book, I thought I would devote this 
month’s issue to an appreciative review and some musings about avians, 
freedom, and civilization. 

Bittner, a native of Washington State, moved to San Francisco in the 
early 1970s with the goal of pursuing a musical career. His dreams were 
dashed by the ugly realities of the commercial music scene, and he ended 
up homeless. Refusing to seek regular employment, he subsisted for years 
on handouts and odd jobs, eventually landing a care-taking position in a 
small house on Telegraph Hill, leaving him plenty of free time. A devotee of 
spiritual literature and of Beat poets, Bittner imagined himself one day 
being a professional writer and living in wild nature—somewhere among 
rivers, mountains, and trees. Yet now he found himself stuck without money 
in a starkly urban environment, and without any motivation to improve his 
financial situation by the conventional means. One day, while reading an 
interview with Gary Snyder in the collection The Real Work, Bittner came 
upon the following passage: 
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The city is just as natural as the country, let’s not for¬ 
get it. There’s nothing in the universe that’s not natu¬ 
ral by definition. One of the poems I like best in Turtle 
Island is ‘Night Herons’, which is about the natural¬ 
ness of San Francisco. 

Bittner writes: “There was an implication for me that I caught 
immediately: If I were really sincere about knowing nature, I’d 
start right where I was living”. So he began observing birds. In 
1990, Mark Bittner by chance saw four wild parrots; in the follow¬ 
ing weeks, more appeared. He was intrigued by them: Where had 
they come from? He had been paying attention to the pigeons, 
sparrows, and seagulls around the rambling gardens near his cot¬ 
tage, but was unable to summon up much real interest in them. 
The parrots were different. They were obviously non-native, and 
were “always good for a laugh”. 

They would fly into the garden with their nutty urgency, a 
united, harmonious group. Then, the instant they landed, fights 
would break out. Sometimes while fighting they’d get tangled up 
in each other’s feet and fall from the lines, struggling to disen¬ 
gage before both birds crashed to the ground. They were affec¬ 
tionate with one another, too. Pairs had long preening sessions. 


rest were bom and fledged in the wild—though not in their native 
habitat, but in the gardens and parks of San Francisco. 

Bittner finds himself committed to a strange vocation. He is 
an uncredentialed ethologist and amateur ornithologist. And his 
commitment is considerable: he spends hours each day with the 
parrots, feeding and observing them. He takes copious notes; he 
saves up money for film so that he can photograph them; and he 
occasionally resorts to soliciting donations from the neighbor¬ 
hood when a parrot falls ill and needs the attention of a veterinar¬ 
ian. The parrots become his closest comrades. 

* * * 

Throughout the book and film we get to know individual birds 
and learn their stories. We are witness to their courtships, alli¬ 
ances, disputes, births, illnesses, and deaths. Among others, we 
get to know Connor, the blue-crowned conure, who, though some¬ 
what of an outcast because he is of a different species than the 
rest, maintains a dignified yet kind presence; Tupelo, a victim of a 
virus that recurs each year in the younger birds, whom Bittner 
takes into his home, nurses, and becomes deeply attached to; 
and Mingus, an escaped cherry-head pet who joins the flock and 


Bittner is keenly aware that most North Americans experience parrots only as caged 
birds, but he gains a deep respect for this flock’s freedom. Bittner himself has, after all, 
eluded the domesticating process entailed in getting a regular job and working for a 
living. He himself has just enough of the experience of freedom to understand why the 
parrots relish their wildness and vigorously repel any attempt to cage or tame them. 


at the end of which they’d puff up their feathers and sit 
cheek to cheek. 

Bittner’s book is essentially a diary of his interactions with 
the birds during the following years; Irving’s film, though neces¬ 
sarily containing far less detail, conveys the visual and auditory 
impact of parrots playing, fighting, flying, and interacting with 
their adopted human friend. And friendship is a good term for 
what develops. Bittner is keenly aware that most North Ameri¬ 
cans experience parrots only as caged birds, but he gains a deep 
respect for this flock’s freedom. Bittner himself has, after all, 
eluded the domesticating process entailed in getting a regular job 
and working for a living. He himself has just enough of the expe¬ 
rience of freedom to understand why the parrots relish their wild¬ 
ness and vigorously repel any attempt to cage or tame them. 

Yet both Bittner and the flock exist in a state of paradox: 
they are wild animals within a largely domesticated environment. 
They are non-natives who are doing their best to make their way 
in an ecosystem for which they have not evolved. They grate¬ 
fully accept whatever sustenance they get via the kindness of 
strangers, but only on their own terms: they insist on maintaining 
control of their own existence. The parrots, mostly cherry-headed 
conures (also known as red-masked parakeets), have come from 
South America. There, presumably, they had been trapped in the 
wild. A few may have briefly been kept as pets before escaping (or 
being deliberately turned loose by their frustrated “owners”); the 


then takes up residence in Bittner’s cottage, eschewing life on the 
wing. Mingus has the infuriating habit of biting but displays the 
lovable trait of bopping his head up and down in perfect time 
whenever Bittner plays the guitar and sings. The most striking 
aspect of all of this narrative is having a window into parrot soci¬ 
ety, and into the emotional lives of individual birds. Here’s a sum¬ 
mary paragraph from Bittner: 

Parrot society is complex, but I don’t think it is so 
different from ours. It’s a community made up of pairs 
and individuals. Mated birds squabble with one an¬ 
other and with other couples. Certain individuals have 
it in for each other. Most couples are in it for the long 
term, but some get divorced. Although the flock func¬ 
tions as a single community, nobody makes decisions 
for the flock as a whole. When a parrot thinks it’s time 
to leave a foraging spot, he starts up a conversation 
about it. If the flock leaves, it’s a community decision. 
Often, some birds will dissent from the general con¬ 
sensus and stay put. 

The book brims with charming anecdotes about bird behav¬ 
ior. Just one: When a lone little budgie (“Smitty”) briefly joins the 
flock, nearly all of the other birds shun it. Connor, however, be¬ 
friends the parakeet, letting it eat crumbs he drops and even occa¬ 
sionally holding a piece of food with his foot so that the much 
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smaller bird can bite into it. This is behavior that is difficult to 
explain in strict Darwinian terms: what was Connor getting from 
the relationship? Surely not enhanced survival chances or repro¬ 
ductive success. 

* * * 

As I savored Bittner’s account of the wild parrots, I couldn’t help 
but think back on readings I’ve done over the years about wild 
humans—that is, about descriptions of hunter-gatherer society, 
or life among tribal peoples at the time of first European contact. 

Take for example, this passage from Baron de Lahontan con¬ 
veying the statement of a Huron from the end of the seventeenth 
century: “We are born free and united brothers, each as much a 
great lord as the other, while you are all the slaves of one sole 
man. I am the master of my body, I dispose of myself. I do what I 
wish. I am the first and the last of my Nation ... subject only to the 
great Spirit.” 

The analogy is ines¬ 
capable: people who live 
a civilized life are like 
birds in a cage. As long 
as we stay within well- 
defined social bounds 
(and assuming we are 
lucky enough to have 
been born in a wealthy 
parasitic society, rather 
than a victimized poor 
one), we are rewarded 
with all we need—cheap 
food, as well as comfort 
and convenience in a 
myriad of forms: televi¬ 
sion, shopping malls, 
glossy magazines. We 
have our seed cup, perch, 
mirror, and toys. What 
more could a bird—or 
human—want? 

Moreover, life in the wild is unpredictable. There are hawks 
waiting to snatch us (life as a wild parrot, thrush, or finch is sort 
of like living in an apartment building with neighbors who happen 
to be serial-killing cannibals). But of course, we civilized humans 
have managed to extinguish just about all the large predators 
who might otherwise make off with the occasional child, sick 
cousin, or doddering grandfather. The only predators we have to 
worry about now are other people. 

Like wild parrot society, wild hunter-gatherer society could 
be fraught with conflict. Fights evidently arose over sexual jeal¬ 
ousy, food, and etiquette. According to Raymond C Kelly’s cal¬ 
culations in his book Warless Societies and the Origin of War, the 
typical rate of homicides among even the more 
peaceful foraging societies was in the range of 40 to 90 fatalities 
per 100,000 persons per year. Compare that with the homicide 
rates of modem America (5.5 per 100,000), Germany (1.1), or the 
Netherlands (.75). In civilized society we have police, laws, courts, 
and prisons to keep the lid on interpersonal mayhem. However, 


we also have occasional wars, which can be horrifyingly lethal 
(one in every fifty individuals then living died during World War 
II; the American Civil War had a similar fatality rate). If I were 
living in Iraq these days, I might find the statistical likelihood of 
violent death in hunter-gatherer society decidedly preferable to 
my own odds. 

For whatever reasons, most of us modern humans are like 
Mingus the parrot: we choose domesticated life. We like the cheap 
food, the controlled environment. Yet while life in the wild isn’t 
easy, it has an ecstatic quality, one that Bittner notes among the 
parrots, and one that early explorers observed among the Native 
Americans and Aboriginal Australians. It is a quality that cannot 
survive the routines of either civilization or the cage. 

So how did we arrive at civilization in the first place? It’s a 
long story, but one worth rehearsing periodically so as to remind 
ourselves why we traded away our freedom. 

Every competent hunter-gatherer knows how to survive in 

the wild; therefore if any¬ 
one in the band starts to 
lord it over his comrades, 
they can simply pick up 
and leave. No one can 
threaten them with starva¬ 
tion. The situation differs 
in an agriculture-sup¬ 
ported city. As we devel¬ 
oped food production 
(horticulture, then agricul¬ 
ture—presumably be¬ 
cause we had gotten so 
good at hunting, and our 
populations had grown so 
dense, that we could no 
longer easily support our¬ 
selves except by planting 
and harvesting), the result 
was seasonal surpluses, 
which provided an incen¬ 
tive for raids, and thus for 
political organization to 
protect from raids (or to organize them). 

Individuals found themselves in a social pyramid composed 
of peasants who produced food and paid tribute (a portion of the 
crop was collected and stored by a managerial elite); a middle 
class composed of various specialists (soldiers, accountants, trad¬ 
ers, artists, artisans, lawyers, scribes, and religious functionar¬ 
ies); and the decision-making leadership comprised of kings and 
queens and their families. 

Thus with full-time division of labor came a new form of 
political organization: the state. On one level, it justified itself by 
managing seasonal surpluses and redistributing them in times of 
famine. But at the same time, the state was a protection racket: in 
the words of anthropologist Stanley Diamond, it still constitutes 
“That element within society that claims a legitimate monopoly 
on the use of violence”. Soldiers, police, prison guards, and ex¬ 
ecutioners represent the business end of state power, without 
which the rest of the edifice could hardly function. As cities took 
up the space formerly occupied by untamed nature, they dimin- 
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ished the survival options of wild people. And so individuals 
gradually lost their ability to live outside their artificial, controlled 
environments. Of course, to this day everyone is still ultimately 
dependent on nature, but now only indirectly so: we look to the 
social system for our sustenance; we chase money, not rabbits. 

This disconnection from wild nature was especially acute in 
those who were not members of the producing class—the sol¬ 
diers, managers, priests, poets, and kings who didn’t work in the 
fields all day, and who therefore didn’t have to pay such close 
attention to weather, soil, birds, wolves, deer, and gophers. 

At first, these specialists and overlords made up a small 
minority of the population. In an agrarian society, surpluses are 
small and the work of food production must be done by muscle 
power, so that lots of human labor is needed. But with the indus¬ 
trial revolution, fossil fuels replaced muscle power, and so ever 
more people could be “freed” from agricultural work. The 
middle classes burgeoned, while the number of producers de¬ 
clined. 

And so here we are today, in a 
human world dominated by money, 
news, sports, entertainment, employ¬ 
ment, and investment—a world in 
which nature appears as something 
peripheral and mostly unnecessary. 

Nature is merely a pile of resources, a 
segment of the economy; at best some¬ 
thing to be preserved for aesthetic or 
sentimental reasons. 

But in domesticating plants and 
animals we also domesticated our¬ 
selves. Certain personalities were se¬ 
lected for, others discouraged. The 
abilities to conform and to delay grati¬ 
fication were selected for (at least 
among the producing and middle 
classes); the insistence on autonomy and freedom was discour¬ 
aged. Meanwhile we domesticated other animals with similar ob¬ 
jectives in mind: we wanted docile pets or willing field workers. 

Again: we are like caged birds—except that our captors are 
others like ourselves. In effect, we have built our own cages. 

* * * 

When Bittner occasionally comes across a parrot that he knows 
was hand-raised, he notices the difference between it and its wild 
cousins. At one point he is offered the “ownership” of a captive 
blue-crowned conure named Bucky. He immediately accepts the 
bird, hoping to have found a mate for Connor—a solitary member 
of that species who has led a lonely existence in the red-crowned 
flock. Bucky turns out to be another male, but never mind: both 
birds are at first delighted to be in each other’s company. Yet 
gradually their relationship sours: Bucky is unsuited to life in the 
wild, while Connor is loath to give up his freedom. Bittner com¬ 
ments on Bucky’s “chronic possessiveness”: 

On rare occasions, [Connor] would spend the night 
out with the flock, but he always returned the next 
morning. Bucky didn’t want Connor going out at all. 


Whenever I reached into their cage to get Connor, 
Bucky would bite my hand and then pin Connor up 
against the cage wall and bite him and preen him. His 
meaning was intuitively clear: “Don’t go, I love you”. 

It was a neurotic, clinging kind of love that I think only 
a caged bird could have. 

On the subject of freedom versus capitivity Bittner writes: 

While I don’t believe hand-reared birds should be re¬ 
leased—they would not survive—I have a big prob¬ 
lem with people who think they have a right to put a 
healthy wild bird in a cage. Birds cherish their freedom 
just as much as human beings do. The sick parrots 
that I brought inside always screamed in terror and 
despair at the moment of capture. Each time a parrot is 
taken out of the wild, a family—the members of which 
feel real affection for one another—gets broken up. 

If only European pioneers had har¬ 
bored similar sentiments about the wild 
peoples they encountered. 

* * * 

As Bittner points out in his book, or¬ 
nithologists are unsure about the de¬ 
scent of parrots, which have no clear 
relatives among other birds and must 
have diverged from some unknown 
common avian progenitor many mil¬ 
lions of years ago. There are about 
330 recognized parrot species in the 
world (most are endangered)—birds 
large and small, displaying nearly ev¬ 
ery color of the rainbow. All share the defining characteristics of 
hooked bill, the presence of a cere (a band of flesh above the 
upper mandible), and zygodactylie feet (two toes point forward, 
two backward). 

As all parrot lovers know, these birds are eerily intelligent 
and endlessly entertaining. They are natural clowns, spending 
much of their time in play and other social behavior. 

Captive parrots can, of course, be trained to talk. But there 
is some controversy as to whether their speech is necessarily 
limited to mere mimicry, or whether it can develop into genuine 
communication of concepts and abstractions. For many years Dr 
Irene Pepperberg of the University of Arizona (The Alex Studies: 
Cognitive and Communicative Abilities of Grey Parrots , Harvard 
University Press, 2002) has worked with an African grey 
parrot named Alex who has learned to describe unfamiliar objects, 
ask for what he wants, and verbalize his own emotional states in 
English. Alex has become famous for his abilities, but critics have 
suggested that he is merely a fluke. So Pepperberg and her gradu¬ 
ate students are using their methods to train other parrots to do 
the same things. They are also using rigorous controls to avoid 
cueing the birds via the “clever Hans” effect. Alex and his avian 
colleagues evince numeric cognition, categorization, and word 


The analogy is inescapable: people who 
live a civilized life are like birds in a 
cage. As long as we stay within well- 
defined social bounds (and assuming we 
are lucky enough to have been born in a 
wealthy parasitic society, rather than a 
victimized poor one), we are rewarded 
with all we need—cheap food, as well as 
comfort and convenience in a myriad of 
forms: television, shopping malls, glossy 
magazines. We have our seed cup, perch, 
mirror, and toys. 
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comprehension, among other abilities previously assumed per¬ 
haps to exist among the great apes, but certainly not among birds. 

“What’s this?”, asks Pepperberg, holding up a triangular 
object that Alex has never seen before. “Three-corner”, he mut¬ 
ters. 

“What color?” 

’’Yellow”, he answers correctly. Later, after a barrage of simi¬ 
lar tests, he tires of the interrogation. “Bye”, he says. “I’m gonna 
go eat dinner. I’ll see you tomorrow.” 

* * * 

In San Francisco the cherry-headed conure is a non-native spe¬ 
cies. What would happen if it proliferated there? That’s a fair 
question. After all, look at what has befallen North American song¬ 
birds because of the starling, 
another bird that was intro¬ 
duced by humans—in this 
case, from Europe (Mozart 
was reputed to have had a pet 
starling of which he was par¬ 
ticularly fond). Starlings 
crowd out the natives in cit¬ 
ies and suburbs across the 
continent. One could imagine 
a local ecological horror story 
in the case of parrots as well: 
suppose the San Francisco 
wild conures were to thrive, 
finding niches throughout the 
West Coast. Might they dis¬ 
place towhees, goldfinches, 
or hummingbirds? 

That’s not likely to hap¬ 
pen: few introduced species 
are as successful as the star¬ 
ling. And, if the conures of Telegraph Hill do manage to survive, 
they will achieve a certain poetic justice. After all, it’s not as if 
parrots are entirely strangers to North America: the continent 
once had its own native parrot—the Carolina parakeet—which 
was driven to extinction in 1918 by farmers and sportsmen who 
shot the birds by the tens of thousands. From a parrot’s point of 
view, the conures’ colonization of San Francisco’s urban ecosys¬ 
tem might be seen as making up for lost territory. 

Of course, the most threatening non-native species of all is 
Homo sapiens. The vast majority of successful colonizing spe¬ 
cies have arrived in their new habitats because of deliberate or 
inadvertent human action. And humans themselves—by killing 
“pests” and “weeds” and encouraging the growth of the few 
plants and animals they (we) have domesticated—take up the 
ecological space of thousands of creatures. 

Invasive species typically don’t follow the local ecological 
rules by which native species have evolved to live. Relatively 
undisturbed ecosystems tend to reach a climax phase, character¬ 
ized by balancing predator/prey feedback loops that keep popu¬ 
lation fluctuations within a moderate range and give rise to the 
appearance of widespread cooperation among species. Invasive 
plants or animals upset these balances and often compete ruth¬ 


lessly with natives. Invaded ecosystems have to adjust to the 
intruders, and this can take years, decades, or centuries. 

We humans have upset habitats everywhere we have gone, 
starting in the Pleistocene. Twenty or thirty thousand years ago 
we managed to get pretty good at making and using weapons like 
spears and spear throwers, which enabled us to kill big animals 
such as mammoths and mastodons. As we spread around the 
world we killed off one species of megafauna after another. Only 
after staying in particular places for millennia did we learn the 
local limits and develop cultural forms that enjoined us to con¬ 
serve. Evidence suggests that the Native Americans and Aborigi¬ 
nal Australians didn’t start out as intuitive ecologists; they learned 
that attitude as the result of trial and error. 

* * * 

I’ve been spending a lot of time 
in airports and airplanes lately 
as I travel far and wide to 
spread the gospel of Peak Oil, 
so I get to spend less time at 
home. I do get to meet inter¬ 
esting people, but the wear 
and tear is undeniable. Indeed, 
much of this essay was writ¬ 
ten on planes and buses, in 
airports and hotels. 

These are about as “un¬ 
natural” as any environments 
one can find. Here it is diffi¬ 
cult to take Gary Snyder’s 
words, quoted above, seri¬ 
ously: there is little or no evi¬ 
dence of wildness in the con¬ 
ventional sense to be found in 
any of these places (when I 
was in the Tucson airport in early March I noted some wayward 
sparrows chirping anxiously in the rafters of the ticketing lobby: 
while it was a pleasure to hear and see them in that sterile environ¬ 
ment, I feared for these lost creatures). Of course, in the broadest 
sense, as Snyder argues, everything people do is “natural”, in¬ 
cluding building and inhabiting airports, since people are no less 
biological organisms than are bacteria, scorpions, possums, spar¬ 
rows, or parrots. At the same time, the distinction between “natu¬ 
ral” and “unnatural” does make sense at some level. At the core 
of the category of the “unnatural” is the human social construct 
described above—that of full-time division of labor in a context 
of agricultural production and city-building. 

Why have no other animals built equivalent civilizations? 
Why no parrot skyscrapers, symphonies, or supermarkets? For 
better or worse, we humans have certain unique genetically en¬ 
dowed abilities. We are omnivorous; so, like other omnivores 
(crows, raccoons, rats, cockroaches) we are clever and adaptable. 
We have a descended larynx that enables us to make a wide vari¬ 
ety of vocal sounds; hence language. And we have opposable 
thumbs that enable us easily to make and use tools. With lan¬ 
guage and cleverness we get the abilities to generalize and to 

continued on page 51 
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The Low Power FM Fiasco 


By Ron Sakolsky 


My porcupine radio sweetens all challenges and defies the national average. It has the music of refusal 
written all over it. — Franklin Rosemont, “General Strike’’ (Chicago: Black Swan Press, 1990) 


In “The Low Power FM Fiasco” Ron 
Sakolsky examines the failed 
strategy of working within the system 
in order to legitimize microradio and 
highlights the anarchic potential 
and the importance of microradio to 
operate outside the control of 
institutional authority as part of a 
global struggle for genuinely free 
and independent media. 

This essay is excerpted from the 
Summer 2005 issue of the 
Confluence, a cooperatively 
produced independent bi-monthly 
journal. 

Web site: www.stlconfluence.org 


Reprinted with permission 
Copyright 2005 


A fter first announcing tentative plans on January 28, 
1999 for legalizing low power radio and allowing 
for a lengthy year long period of public comment, 
study and deliberation, Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) Chairman William Kennard floated a re¬ 
form proposal on January 19, 2000 which provided new rules 
that envisioned the licensing of an estimated 1,000 new Low 
Power FM (LPFM) stations in the range of 10-100 watts. Yet, 
by the end of the first year, after 1200 applications had already 
been filed in the 20 states initially eligible to participate in the 
LPFM sweepstakes, Congress caved in to lobbying pressure 
from both the National Association of Broadcasters (NAB) and 
National Public Radio (NPR), and gutted this already modest 
FCC proposal for a new LPFM radio service. 

Amidst an NAB and NPR scare campaign about potential 
interference problems, the language of what had once been the 
industry-promoted Radio Broadcasting Preservation Act was 
attached as a rider to the Omnibus Budget Act of 2000. Using 
the threat of supposed interference as a pretext, the Act limits 
the number of possible licenses by holding newly created LPFM 
stations to an extremely conservative standard of having to be 
three bandwidths, rather than two as the FCC had originally 
mandated, away from any other station already existing on the 
dial (89.1-92.1 instead of 90.1 -92.1, for instance). 
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Even with this enhanced spacing restriction, there was a 
flood of applications. By late December 2000 estimates by 
the pro-LPFM Prometheus Radio Project, the number of li¬ 
censed LPFM stations which met the three bandwidth require¬ 
ment ranged from 250-500. However, these stations were 
mostly in rural areas because the new spacing rules are very 
difficult to meet in urban localities. Of course, full imple¬ 
mentation optimistically assumes there are no future backroom 
legislative deals to squelch the service or efforts by executive 
branch power brokers to let it die on the vine from neglect. 

Stalling the Process 

Revealingly, in 2000, Congress called on the FCC to 
study the economic impact of these new stations on corporate 
radio outlets as well as the aforementioned possibility of in¬ 
terference problems even with a three band-width separation 
safeguard in place. As to the latter study, the new service was 
required to choose nine “test market” stations from among 
those already approved or else set up their own field testing 
that required assembling temporary stations, which would 
simply broadcast tape loops or test tones for experimental 


the Prometheus Radio Project, largely organized by the dis¬ 
enfranchised buccaneers of Philadelphia’s Radio Mutiny sta¬ 
tion, which had been shut down by the FCC. After tirelessly 
lobbying the FCC and Congress on behalf of LPFM, the 
Prometheus Radio Project led workshops throughout the coun¬ 
try in relation to the final FCC plan under the banner of, “So 
You Want To Apply For A Low Power FM License.” Though 
not opposing radio piracy per se, these touring workshops 
emphasized the licensed LPFM model in a way that was in 
marked contrast to an earlier Radio Mutiny era tour, which 
had incited free radio stations to go on the air without a li¬ 
cense in defiance of the FCC. Prometheus has continued to 
organize on behalf of LPFM, even when faced with the Om¬ 
nibus Budget Act’s efforts at “radio preservation,” which re¬ 
duced the number of potential licensees to about half of the 
FCC’s originally promised number. 

In the opposing camp were those, like microradio pio¬ 
neers Mbanna Kantako (Human Rights Radio in Springfield, 
Illinois) and Stephen Dunifer (Free Radio Berkeley), who 
refused to endorse the lobbying of Congress in support of 
even the FCC’s initial LPFM proposal, seeing it as an at¬ 
tempt at government cooptation. Moreover, as they predicted, 


Like all government regulatory agencies, in spite of its populist rhetoric, the FCC 
has been captured by the very interest groups that it supposedly exists to regulate. 
Accordingly, the license approval process is subject to industry-dictated con¬ 
straints rather than the democratic priorities of redistributing the airwaves along 
more diverse and egalitarian lines. 


purposes only. These newly required tests, of course, served 
to stall full implementation of the LPFM service with no date 
specified as to the length of the experiment. Finally, in 2003, 
the MITRE study, as it was called, proved the radio industry’s 
claims of possible interference to be false. However, nothing 
has changed in spite of Congressional lobbying efforts by 
grassroots LPFM proponents for repeal of the 3 band-width 
interference rule. Ultimately, Congress, which in an unprec¬ 
edented move has usurped authority for implementation from 
the FCC, must decide the future of the new radio service. As 
early as 2001, the future of a more expansive LPFM looked 
bleak with George W. Bush in the White House, a Republi¬ 
can-controlled Congress and the presidentially-appointed FCC 
chair, Michael Powell, calling the shots. 

While the FCC’s original LPFM rules were ultimately 
superseded by Congressional edict, it is worth noting that 
even they were controversial not only within NAB/NPR 
circles, but also inside the free radio movement itself where 
many saw them as constituting a Trojan horse. The FCC— 
intentionally or in effect—promoted a divide and conquer 
strategy that split the movement into two camps. The first 
camp consisted of those who supported licensed LPFM, like 


that original proposal would ultimately fall victim to the more 
entrenched power of the broadcasting industry, if not in its 
earlier FCC stage then later on at the Congressional level, 
where the NAB could be relied upon to flex its lobbying 
muscles in an election year. 

As Dunifer put it in a widely circulated email message 
to the free radio movement on January 12, 2000, “Writing to 
your Congressman is not going to do any good unless there is 
a check for at least $10,000 attached with a promise of more 
to come... Congress does not give a rat’s ass about what any 
of us think or want. And neither does the FCC, it’s all about 
damage control on Kennard’s part. He knows that the gov¬ 
ernment does not have the resources to deal with thousands 
of folks taking back their airwaves. So he had to come up 
with a strategy that would fool folks who somehow still be¬ 
lieve the system has a degree of legitimacy and credibility 
and would participate in the process—just a charade really in 
the final analysis... Our real strength has always been the 
threat of an ungovernable situation on the airwaves—let s 
make that threat a damn credible reality by putting hundreds 
and thousands of free radio stations on the air.” 
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In fact the FCC’s proposal for LPFM refused to acknowl¬ 
edge the free radio movement’s role in forcing the issue of 
low power broadcasting onto the public policy-making agenda 
in the first place. It also failed to recognize the action of 
seizing the airwaves as being within the framework of civil 
disobedience. Even the original FCC rules allowed no am¬ 
nesty for the micropower broadcasters who had previously 
been busted or who, by remaining on the air, had challenged 
the FCC’s old prohibition of stations under 100 watts and 
raised the larger issues of free speech and the “right to com¬ 
municate.” 

When the preliminary announcement of pending LPFM 
rules was made, Kennard ordered illegal broadcasters to halt 
operations within 24 hours of being instructed to do so by the 
FCC or by February 26, 1999 if they expected to be eligible 
for possible licensing in the future. By the end of 2000 this 
promise had ultimately proved fleeting. 

However, it had by then created a rift in the micropower 
movement as many unlicensed broadcasters rushed to “clean 
up” their acts in anticipation of LPFM licenses down the road. 
Those hopes were eventually dashed by the Congress. Such a 
sequence of events is not unusual in the context of a corpo- 


Yet the free radio pioneers’ suspicions that even the lim¬ 
ited amnesty promised to those of them who had never been 
caught and voluntarily went off the air in compliance with 
the new LPFM-related FCC edict were proven valid in the 
end. Ironically, as the first African American chair of the 
FCC, Kennard’s proposal was the bureaucratic equivalent of 
telling civil rights activist Rosa Parks that though everyone 
else could now sit wherever they wanted in the bus she must 
remain seated in the back because the Montgomery bus boy¬ 
cott which she helped organize had been illegal under the 
laws of the Jim Crow South. 

Like all government regulatory agencies, in spite of its 
populist rhetoric, the FCC has been captured by the very in¬ 
terest groups that it supposedly exists to regulate. Accord¬ 
ingly, the license approval process is subject to industry-dic¬ 
tated constraints rather than the democratic priorities of re¬ 
distributing the airwaves along more diverse and egalitarian 
lines. The FCC rules actually act to enclose free radio within 
bureaucratic guidelines. Though the LPFM stations were origi¬ 
nally designated noncommercial, initial reports indicate that 
political dissidents, grassroots activists and groups 
marginalized on the basis of a progressive to radical stance 


While Dunifer has lately become involved in designing and developing low power 
VHF and UHF television transmitters (which use off-the-shelf technology capable 
of reaching a distance of 4-5 miles), his free tv efforts have not dampened his 
enthusiasm for free radio. He still travels around the world as a sort of free radio 
Johnny Appleseed, leaving micropower radio transmitters everywhere in his path. 


rate state in which FCC liberals offered the carrot of licenses 
rather than simply relying on the stick of shutdowns in order 
to regain control of the airwaves. 

The carrot was in essence the stick by other means, but 
the stick never fully disappeared. Instead, shutdowns actually 
increased, and the limited amnesty promised was removed by 
more conservative legislators once the damage to micropower 
movement solidarity had already been done. 

Smothering Free Radio in Bureaucracy 

Many free radio broadcasters, however, refused to aban¬ 
don their stations since they had no desire to be officially 
licensed. Others held firm out of distrust of the FCC and/or a 
legislative process that was dominated by the corporate broad¬ 
casting industry. By not allowing the original micropower 
broadcasters to be licensed if they had refused to leave the 
airwaves during the approximately two years that transpired 
from the time of Kennard’s original rule-making announce¬ 
ment until the passage of the Omnibus Budget Act of 2000, 
the FCC had acted to re-establish its authority over the air¬ 
waves and punish those radio rebels who had dared to chal¬ 
lenge it. 


on class, race, gender or sexual orientation are still to be over¬ 
whelmingly excluded from the airwaves in favor of more 
moderate non-profit organizations, middle class minority en¬ 
trepreneurs and “respectable” church groups. 

In fact, almost half of the licenses approved in the first 
round were church-related, with many of these being awarded 
to right-wing Christian fundamentalists. Moreover, as Sarah 
Posner has pointed out in her article, “Right-wing Radio” 
(Alternet, April 5, 2005), officially licensed LPFM stations 
are being crowded off the air by religious broadcasters using 
translator licenses to transmit programs from their bigger full- 
power “parent” stations across a number of states, especially 
targeting rural areas and leaving little room for local LPFM 
stations on the spectrum. In that regard, in spite of organized 
opposition by grassroots LPFM supporters, which has resulted 
in a temporary “freeze” on the licensing of translator sta¬ 
tions, much of the damage has already been done and, of 
course, an FCC “freeze” can be lifted by that same agency at 
any time. 

Moreover, a very real potential problem for new re¬ 
cruits to the free radio movement is that the FCC can once 
again claim that it has legalized low watt radio, even though 
Congress has drastically reduced the number of eligible sta- 
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Mbanna Kantano of Human Rights Radio 


tions formerly proposed. Using this pretext, it can now give 
its agents the green light to aggressively go after those radio 
stations operating without a license. Previously, public opin¬ 
ion was often on the side of the free radio stations, which 
many saw as being unjustly restricted from entry to the radio 
dial, but the FCC can now claim that any aspiring station 
should simply follow LPFM guidelines and apply for a li¬ 
cense if it wants to broadcast. Ironically, Prometheus has in¬ 
advertently clouded the issue of who has the right to commu¬ 
nicate by its use of the term “community-authorized pirate 
stations,” leaving one to wonder who “authorizes” them and 
what will happen to those increasingly defenseless stations 
not so “authorized.” 

Regardless of the dilution of the original FCC plan, the 
traditional regulatory idea that micropower radio stations are 
legitimately subject to government crackdown efforts if they 
decide to go on the air without first formally being licensed, 
has been given new currency. Formerly unlicensed stations 
have faced ever increasing harassment since the FCC put 
LPFM into motion. 

Predictably, one of the first stations hit by this renewed 
wave of government repression was Human Rights Radio in 
Springfield, Illinois, which suffered two FCC raids at the 
end of 2000. In both cases the spurious charge was that the 
station was causing interference with air traffic control sig¬ 
nals. Astoundingly, the air traffic controller who testified to 
the interference in court claimed the Human Rights Radio 


signal was coming from the John Hay Homes public housing 
project, which had once been its home, but which had been 
torn down years before his complaint. 

Moreover, as Stephen Dunifer explained in an open let¬ 
ter originally sent to Springfield’s State Journal Register but 
never published, the threat of such interference was being 
used as a red herring (the letter was later printed in a special 
Fall 2000 issue of the Springfield zine, War Bulletin.) As 
Dunifer put it in his letter, “Air traffic control signals are 
narrow band AM, an amplitude modulated carrier with a fre¬ 
quency spread of 25 kilohertz or less, while micropower trans¬ 
mitters are FM, a frequency modulated carrier with a fre¬ 
quency spread of plus or minus 75 kilohertz taking up a channel 
200 kilohertz wide. It would be very difficult for an air traf¬ 
fic radio receiver to receive an intelligible errant signal from 
an FM broadcast transmitter due to the fact that the receiver 
is designed only to pick up an AM signal that is much more 
narrow in spectrum width than an FM broadcast signal.” 

Regardless of these technical facts, in order to gain popu¬ 
lar support, the FCC has increasingly relied on stories about 
planes falling out of the sky due to errant micropower trans¬ 
missions as justification for their campaign to shut down un¬ 
licensed broadcasters, and Springfield’s media have taken these 
claims at face value. 

The first bust of Human Rights Radio occurred in Octo¬ 
ber, 2000, just one week after it was announced in local me¬ 
dia outlets that 13 groups in the Springfield area had applied 
for a seat at the table for the then-promised cornucopia of 
legally-sanctioned LPFM licenses. As if the message sent was 
not clear enough, the prosecuting attorney in court who suc¬ 
cessfully obtained an injunction requiring that Human Rights 
Radio [HRR] remained shut down, used the argument that 
the station was a renegade entity which deserved no sympa¬ 
thy now that LPFM licenses were in the offing. She noted 
that if [HRR’s] Mbanna Kantako was a serious broadcaster 
he should have applied for an LPFM license. Of course, 
Kantako could not apply for a license even if he wanted to do 
so (which he does not) since no amnesty was granted by the 
FCC or Congress to former civil disobedients like himself. 


Predictable Actions, Mainstream Media Coverage, 
the Continuing Fight for Free Airwaves 


& 




Later on, this prohibition of amnesty for Kantako was 
conveniently ignored in the December 28, 2000 State Journal 
Register coverage of LPFM, which simplistically explained 
that Kantako had merely not applied for a license. The article 
then went on to celebrate the tentative licensing of two appli¬ 
cants in the nearby rural towns of Pana (where a church group 
had applied) and Taylorville (where ham radio hobbyists got 
approval). 

In that same issue of the newspaper, reporter Matt 
Dietrich added insult to injury. First, he failed to cover the 
story of Kantako’s* October bust, in spite of an email cam¬ 
paign directed at the editor of the State Journal Register, which 
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had been mobilized by a call to action on the national Inde¬ 
pendent Media Center website. Then Deitrich stayed true to 
corporate media form and wrote a “feel good” story profiling 
a legal low power radio station operator located in 
Springfield’s predominantly black eastside community [Dec. 
28, 2000]. 

Of course, the station in question is only 100 milliwatts 
strong (1/10 of a watt), and its programming consists entirely 
of playing R&B oldies rather than challenging the powers 
that be, but Dietrich repeatedly alluded to the operator as 
acting like a model citizen for doing everything by the book 
and being extremely careful about interference unlike, by im¬ 
plication, Kantako. 

No mention was made of the fact that none of the 13 
applicants for LPFM licenses in Springfield were deemed 
eligible under the new Omnibus Budget Act rules. Nor was 
any attempt made to interview them now that their license 
hopes had been scuttled, even though at the end of the filing 
period, they had originally been the subject of a “feel good” 
story of their own which seemed to imply that their licenses 
were in the bag. While, by 2005, groups applying for LPFM 
licenses nationally totaled 3500, the number actually receiv¬ 
ing licenses who have a radical perspective are few and far 
between. 

Likewise, the message to African Americans in Spring- 
field was clear: Be appropriately thankful for a minuscule 
legal station and you’ll be the darling of the mainstream me¬ 
dia, but fight for your right of access to the airwaves by civil 
disobedience and your station will get no coverage and you 
will be personally vilified as a threat to public safety. As for 
Kantako, he ignored the injunction and was back on the air 
within about a week of the first bust. He then resumed broad¬ 
casting again in the wake of the second raid on his home- 
based station. 

Meanwhile, as the information wars continue to heat 
up, other independent media activists are devising strategies 
for breaking the radio lockdown orchestrated by the corpo¬ 
rate media and its FCC enforcers by offering the possibility 
of global linkages to be used by stations like Kantako’s through 
a creative fusion of micropower radio technology and 
webcasting. One such approach involves creating a mosquito 
fleet of micropowered FM downloader/repeaters for discrete 
tactical delivery of non-corporate audio reportage to radio 
listeners anywhere in the world. Unlike webcasting used by 
itself, all that is needed on the part of the listener is a stan¬ 
dard radio receiver—no computer access is necessary. The 
icing on the cake is that web-casting microradio stations are 
free of FCC controls. 

This innovative guerrilla radio strategy involves the tem¬ 
porary creation of what are called “Emergency Broadcast¬ 
ing” facilities which provide ground zero reports from the 
epicenters of the anti-globalization movement. In this regard, 
the newly established Emergency Broadcasters Bloc (EBB) 
acts as the tactical field division of the MicroRadio.NET 
Emergency Broadcasting System. According to their website, 


“Writing to your Congressman is not going 
to do any good unless there is a check for at 
least $10,000 attached with a promise of 
more to come... Congress does not give a 
rat’s ass about what any of us think or want. 
And neither does the FCC, it’s all about 
damage control on Kennard’s part. He 
knows that the government does not have 
the resources to deal with thousands of 
folks taking back their airwaves. So he had 
to come up with a strategy that would fool 
folks who somehow still believe the system 
has a degree of legitimacy and credibility 
and would participate in the process—just 
a charade really in the final analysis... Our 
real strength has always been the threat of 
an ungovernable situation on the air¬ 
waves—let’s make that threat a damn 
credible reality by putting hundreds and 
thousands of free radio stations on the air.” 
— Stephen Dunifer 


“By seizing technology, coordinating spontaneously and cre¬ 
ating connections within the independent media community; 
the EBB constructs field facilities capable of streaming live 
audio, connecting you to the mobilizations.” Moreover, after 
the action, the EBB infrastructure can remain to provide the 
nucleus for what the EBB calls a new “CAMPFIRE” (Com¬ 
munity Radio Access Micropower Facility For Independent 
and Radical Expression) for continued reportage of local is¬ 
sues and perspectives. Furthermore, the EBB has committed 
itself to providing continued technical support to fledgling 
CAMPFIRES and facilitating popular education workshops 
on the use of microradio-webcasting technology. 

While Dunifer has lately become involved in designing 
and developing low power VHF and UHF television trans¬ 
mitters (which use off-the-shelf technology capable of reach¬ 
ing a distance of 4-5 miles), his free tv efforts have not damp¬ 
ened his enthusiasm for free radio. He still travels around the 
world as a sort of free radio Johnny Appleseed, leaving 
micropower radio transmitters everywhere in his path. In short, 
the anarchist potential of the humble micropower radio trans¬ 
mitter is still at the forefront of the present global struggle 
for independent media in ways that challenge both the FCC’s 
attempt at enclosure of the free radio movement through the 
promotion of their normalizing LPFM strategy and the Na¬ 
tional Association of Broadcaster’s reactionary attempt to 
dismantle even that admittedly reformist approach. Stay tuned! 
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The Making of the 
Arab Menace 


By Rayan El-Amine 


In “The Making of the Arab Menace” 
Rayan El-Amine examines the 
historical foundations of Arab 
racism in American foreign policy, 
how they are used as a justification 
for occupations and colonial 
projects to serve Western 
geopolitical interests, and explains 
the rationale behind the current 
hysteria to demonize Arabs and 
Muslims in a post 9-11 world. 

This essay first appeared in the 
magazine Left Turn. 

Web site: www.leftturn.org 


Reprinted with permission 
Copyright 2005 


A nti-Arabism and Islamophobia are so much a 
part of the political and cultural discourse on 
Arabs and Muslims in American society to¬ 
day that most do not even recognize it as rac¬ 
ism. The fear mongering of the Bush administration and 
the right wing media pundits who make a living from de¬ 
monizing Arabs and Muslims have inundated people with 
images of the violent Arabs bent on death and destruction. 
For media outlets like Fox Television, it is a way to sell 
their sensationalist news programs and for the current ad¬ 
ministration, a way to sell its wars. 

The green menace has replaced the red menace, and 
the “evil empire” of the cold war has become the less elo¬ 
quent, but just as deadly, “evil doers” of the Arab and 
Muslim world. People like Daniel Pipes and Bernard 
Lewis, who have a long history of anti-Muslim and anti- 
Arab sentiments, have been elevated from their illegiti¬ 
mate positions of “Middle East experts” to foreign policy 
advisors. 
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Remarking on Muslim immigrants, Pipes said, “all im¬ 
migrants bring exotic customs and attitudes, but Muslim cus¬ 
toms are more troublesome than most.” On the Arab-Israeli 
conflict he said, the “Israelis must be encouraged to defeat 
the Palestinians” because the only way to peace is for Israel 
to militarily crush the will of the Palestinians to fight. Ap¬ 
parently these remarks seemed to be in line with the 
administration’s policies because last year President Bush 
nominated Pipes to the board of the United States Institute of 
Peace, a government-sponsored think tank dedicated to “peace¬ 
ful resolution of international conflicts.” 

New crusade 

While the neo-cons and Bush embark on a new white man’s 
burden of remaking the Arab and Muslim world, the media 
has found a niche in being a mouthpiece to this new crusade. 
Fox Television, MSNBC, CNN and other networks saw their 
ratings go up after 9-11, as their production of the “war on 
terror” began. The strategy was to keep the story simple; the 
US is good and Arabs and Muslims are evil. The cast was 
already in place: neo-conservatives from the administration, 
generals, “terrorist experts” and retired military media advi¬ 
sors were all ready to be directed by right wing news show 
hosts, like Bill O’Reilly from Fox and the like. Here are some 
comments by O’Reilly and others in the news media since 9- 
11 : 

O’Reilly on killing Afghanis: “Life expectancy in 
Afghanistan is a little over 40; killing someone there 
is not like killing people here.” 

Rush Limbaugh on the guards at Abu Ghraib: “I’m 
talking about people having a good time...you ever 
heard of emotional release? You ever heard of the 
need to blow some steam off.” 

Don Imus from MSNBC on the death of Yasser 
Arafat: he is “stinky.... a rat... .All Palestinians look 
like him” and people attending his funeral are a 
“bunch of animals.” 

Jack Cafferty on CNN’s American Morning on Iraqi 
women prisoners: “Given the way these mutants 
treat women in their societies, the women are prob¬ 
ably better off in US custody.” 

Radio show host Mark Williams on Palestinians: 
“Yasser Arafat was a blood-soaked, sub-human, 
vile, reprehensible, murderous animal...If there is 
a cruder pile of camel manure than Palestine, and 
then it has got to be the total fiction of a Palestin¬ 
ian people.” 


Desert dwellers 

The potency and resilience of anti-Arab racism and 
Islamophobia today lies in the combination of three factors. 
First, its historical foundations are rooted in the imperialist 
view of the Arab/Muslim world as violent, backward and 
uncivilized. This was generated by early colonial Orientalist 
scholars who wrote about the Arab world’s inferiority as a 
way to justify colonization by the West. 

Second, racism against Arabs in films and popular cul¬ 
ture has gone on for years. Even before 9-11, Arabs were 
portrayed almost exclusively as terrorists, rich greedy sheikhs, 
belly dancers or backwards desert dwellers. 

Last and probably most important, anti-Arabism and 
Islamophobia have been perpetuated by American foreign 
policy that has waged wars directly or indirectly on the Arab 
and Muslim world for decades for geopolitical reasons with¬ 
out any regard for its inhabitants. It is easier to justify con¬ 
trol of a region when you demonize and dehumanize its people 
and culture. 

This combination of factors has sustained a high level 
of insensitivity and racism towards Arabs and Muslims for 
many years. Unlike some other forms of racism where there 
have been some incremental improvements, for Arabs the 
same stereotypes used thirty years ago or even 100 years ago 
still find their way into newspapers, films, news analysis and 
even academic discourse. 

A perfect example of this is nationally syndicated car¬ 
toonist Pat Oliphant, who has vilified Arabs in his political 
cartoons for decades. The Arabs in his cartoons are exclu¬ 
sively hook-nosed, obese, beady eyed, greedy sheikhs resid¬ 
ing in tents or palaces. A cartoon published in 2005 showed 
his trademark greedy Arab sheikhs feasting in a tent and re¬ 
fusing to give money to Tsunami victims. An almost identi¬ 
cal cartoon was published in the Denver Post 30 years ago 
showing the same greedy sheikhs throwing a bone to a starv¬ 
ing African child. Thirty years went by and Pat Oliphant was 
drawing the Arab exactly the same way. 

New Orientialism 

The backward and seemingly static image of the Arab that 
Oliphant, Hollywood and the Bush administration have pro¬ 
jected comes from classic colonial notions of Western superi¬ 
ority. The rhetoric by George Bush and Condoleezza Rice 
about bringing freedom and democracy to the Arab world is 
no different from the British and French in the 19th century 
talking about civilizing India and Africa. Neo-conservatives 
and right wing think tanks see the Arab world as a colonial 
project in which Arabs need to be subdued and civilized. 
Edward Said, in his definitive work of how the West sees the 
East, Orientalism, explains how the same system of analysis 
justifies control and superiority today. 
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The Orientalists of today, like Bernard Lewis, Daniel 
Pipes and Fouad Ajami have kept these ideas alive and ad¬ 
ministration advisors, like Paul Wolfowitz, Richard Perle and 
David Frum have helped turn these very same ideas into policy. 
The administration has used simplistic arguments, like Samuel 
Huntington’s The Clash of Civilizations as a way to under¬ 
stand Arab resentment towards the west. The basis of these 
arguments is that hate is a part of Arab and Islamic culture. 
The unsophisticated language of this administration and the 
neo-conservatives comes directly from these cultural argu¬ 
ments, whether it is Bush’s “good versus evil” mantra or 
Rumsfeld’s analysis that “they hate us for who we are not 
what we do.” 

Mahmoud Mamdani in his book, Good Muslim, Bad Mus¬ 
lim points out how these culture arguments lead to racist con¬ 
clusions. He says “culture talk after 9/11 qualified and ex¬ 
plained the practice of ‘terrorism’ as ‘Islamic.’ Islamic ter¬ 
rorism is thus offered as both a description and explanation 
of the event of 9/11.” The Bush administration is filled with 


acters are just plain bad. Jack Shaheen’s book, Reel Bad Arab 
documents negative images of Arabs in over 900 Hollywood 
films. He says, “the distortions of Arab characters in Holly¬ 
wood are systemic and unapologetic.” It is so pervasive that 
even in Disney cartoons Arab characters are stereotyped and 
predominately evil. The Disney film Aladdin has a wicked 
Arab singing the theme song with the lyrics “it’s barbaric, 
but hey it’s home.” The fictional world of Hollywood does 
not stop with films; even the news media uses the same ste¬ 
reotypes and images. 

It can be said that when the US goes to war, so does the 
media. During the Iraq invasion embedded reporters took this 
to another level. In the lead up to both Iraq wars, the news 
became a thinly veiled advertisement for the war with em¬ 
phasis on military technology and digital graphics, removing 
the viewer far from the human devastation that is caused by 
these wars. Even the titles of news programs were tempo¬ 
rarily changed to things like, “Showdown with Saddam” or 
“The Hunt for Osama”. 


The backward and seemingly static image of the Arab that Oliphant, Hollywood 
and the Bush administration have projected comes from classic colonial notions of 
Western superiority. The rhetoric by George Bush and Condoleezza Rice about 
bringing freedom and democracy to the Arab world is no different from the British 
and French in the 19th century talking about civilizing India and Africa. 


ideologues that follow this type of reasoning. People like Perle 
and Frum, who were part of the administration and still in¬ 
fluence its policies, have published books like An End to 
Evil as a blueprint to foreign policy. An End to Evil or Lewis’s 
The Roots of Muslim Rage have titles that are as simplistic as 
their ideas. Edward Said described Lewis’s world as a Popeye 
cartoon where complex nations and cultures are pigeonholed 
and reduced to caricatures: Popeye, the good guy (the West), 
once strong enough can pummel stupid and eternally bad Bluto 
(Islam) into oblivion. 

Angry Arabs 

Hollywood films have played an important role in perpetuat¬ 
ing and amplifying these racist caricatures. Arabs in films are 
portrayed as being terrorists, fanatics, dirty, irrational, vio¬ 
lent and above all disposable. Hordes of angry Arabs and 
Muslims in movies have been summarily machine gunned by 
the likes of Chuck Norris and Arnold Schwarzenegger over 
the years. These images have a cumulative affect on people’s 
perceptions and psyche. 

In early films, like Rudolph Valentino’s The Sheikh, 
the Arab was both backward and violent, but at times exotic. 
The exotic themes seemed to have faded and now most char- 


Press conferences from US field generals became the 
news story of the day. Embedded reporters were heavily in¬ 
fluenced by the views of the military—which protected them— 
while ordinary Iraqis become inconsequential. Some report¬ 
ers, like Geraldo Rivera, behaved as if they were in the mili¬ 
tary. On several occasions Rivera referred to enemy Afghanis 
and Iraqis as “rats” and “mosquitoes” that needed to be oblit¬ 
erated. 

There is a long history of US administrations using im¬ 
agery from the media of demonized regional figures in order 
to justify their foreign policy; one only needs to think how 
the images of Ayatollah Khomeini, Muammar Ghadafi, Yasser 
Arafat and Saddam Hussein have been misused. In US media 
and in Hollywood, quoting Edward Said, “Muslims are uni¬ 
formly represented as evil, violent and above all, eminently 
killable.” 

The post 9-11 hysteria created an atmosphere of indif¬ 
ference to Arabs and Muslim’s civil liberties, human rights 
and basic dignity. This allowed the government to launch 
two wars abroad while conducting a dragnet against Arabs 
and Muslims inside the US on a scale not seen since the in¬ 
ternment of the Japanese. Thousands of people, Arabs, South 
Asians, Iranians and others were swept up and had their civil 
liberties nullified. They were detained and interrogated by 


SUMMER 2005 


ALTERNATIVE PRESS REVIEW 


49 






law enforcement agencies, like the newly formed Department 
of Homeland Security. Some were “disappeared” and not heard 
from for months, and over 13,000 were put in deportation 
proceedings for minor visa violations. 

Despite ample evidence that racial profiling does not 
work, along with the inability of the government to net any 
terrorists connected to 9-11, the policies have continued. An 
Amnesty International report on racial profiling estimates that 
32 million people—which by the way is the population of 
Canada—have been racially profiled in the US. Discrimina¬ 
tion against Arabs or people who look Arab has become per¬ 
fectly acceptable, and “flying while Arab” is the new type of 
racial profiling. In fact, after 9-11 dozens of planes were 
grounded because of suspicious “Middle Eastern-looking” 
passengers, no other reason needed to be given. Even an Arab- 
American Secret Service agent who was part of a security 
team for the President—with full se¬ 
curity credentials and ID card—was 
ejected off a plane to clear himself. 

Apparently the classic book, The Cru¬ 
saders Through Arab Eyes was in his 
bag. 

Torture and abuse 

There is no doubt that the inhuman 
treatment and physical torture of pris¬ 
oners in the Abu Ghraib and 
Guantanamo prisons stem from a 
policy made acceptable to the public 
by the dehumanization of Arabs in the 
media and encouraged by bigots in this 
administration. Recent reports indicate 
at least 37 people were tortured to 
death by US interrogators, along with 
the participation of medical person¬ 
nel; 23 inmates attempted suicide at 
Guantanamo Bay; sexual humiliation 
was used regularly; and some prison¬ 
ers were put in solitary confinement for over 3 years. The 
message being sent out by the administration is that Arabs 
and Muslims are subhuman. Furthermore, the recent convic¬ 
tion of Lynn Stewart, a lawyer who was representing Sheikh 
Omar Abdel Rahman, sends another message: if you defend 
Arabs and Muslims, watch your back. 

None of this would have happened if it was not the policy 
of the US. The White House Counsel at the time, Alberto 
Gonzales, in a memo to Bush on January 2002, said that the 
war on terror requires “flexibility and in my judgment ren¬ 
ders obsolete Geneva’s strict limitation on questioning of 
enemy prisoner.” Gonzales is now Attorney General of the 
United States. The person most directly involved in the racial 
profiling aspects of Department of Justice initiatives after 9- 
11, Judge Michael Chertoff, was also given a promotion to 
Homeland Security Secretary. 


Because of his re-election, Bush and his new appointees 
will continue to use the politics of fear and hate and the main¬ 
stream media will cheerlead from the sidelines. But despite 
what seems to be an uphill battle, there is a lot that people can 
do to stop the anti-Arabism and Islamophobia that has been 
normalized and institutionalized in this country. 

First and foremost, the immediate task is to stop the US 
war machine that uses racism and fear as a way to continue to 
attack, occupy and exploit, especially in the Arab and Mus¬ 
lim world. Many in the administration have shown, not just 
by their words but also by their actions, their absolute disre¬ 
gard for people of this region. 

Second, supporting independent media is crucial in or¬ 
der to get accurate reports of what is happening in the Arab 
and Muslim world. We should also prioritize the voices of 
Arabs and Muslims in media, panels and discussions around 
these issues. But we also cannot ig¬ 
nore mainstream media where mil¬ 
lions get their information. We should 
challenge mainstream media whenever 
possible and call them out on stereo¬ 
types, biases and inaccuracies. Recent 
media campaigns by groups like the 
American Arab Anti-Discrimination 
Committee (ADC) responding to rac¬ 
ism in the media have been very ef¬ 
fective. In fact, earlier this year an 
anti-Arab ad by the San Francisco 
Examiner was pulled in just one day 
after an action alert went out to write 
emails to the publisher. 

Finally, we need to support or¬ 
ganizations that defend civil liberties 
and fight for human rights. Groups 
like the National Lawyers Guild, 
ACLU, ADC, Council for American 
Islamic Affairs (CAIR) and the Cen¬ 
ter for Constitutional Rights (CCR). 
Many of these groups have been on 
the front lines of this battle and need additional resources and 
support. CCR just won a case at the Supreme Court challeng¬ 
ing the detention of prisoners at Guantanamo Bay. These small 
victories are critical because they are slowly exposing the 
system behind the war. 

The need to approach our work from many directions is 
essential since the other side uses its entire means to carry out 
its project. Arundahti Roy said it best in a speech in Porte 
Alegre a couple of years when she said: “Our strategy should 
be not only to confront empire, but to lay siege to it. To 
deprive it of oxygen. To shame it. To mock it. With our art, 
our music, our literature, our stubbornness, our joy, our bril¬ 
liance, our sheer relentlessness — and our ability to tell our 
own stories. Stories that are different from the ones we’re 
being brainwashed-to believe.” 


It can be said that when the 
US goes to war, so does the 
media. During the Iraq inva¬ 
sion embedded reporters took 
this to another level. In the 
lead up to both Iraq wars, the 
news became a thinly veiled 
advertisement for the war 
with emphasis on military 
technology and digital graph¬ 
ics, removing the viewer far 
from the human devastation 
that is caused by these wars. 
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Parrots and Peoples (continuedfrom page 39) 

plan ahead. Combine those abilities with ever-evolving tool sys¬ 
tems and the results are formidable. 

While parrots can be trained to speak in context, most lin¬ 
guists would say that this is still qualitatively different from hu¬ 
man verbal communication. And of course it is. But contemplat¬ 
ing what that difference is and how it might have arisen brings up 
the questions: Did humans develop language and tools because 
they are special and different from other animals? Or did humans 
become special because they developed language and tools? Most 
people assume the former, but doing so just seems to widen the 
gulf between ourselves and the rest of nature. 


society is similar: without affection, we couldn’t overcome our 
competitiveness long enough to accomplish much of anything. 

Moreover, it is our ability to extend this bond of empathy, 
compassion, interest, and fellow-feeling across species barriers 
that may offer us one of our last opportunities for escape from our 
self-designed cage, and one of our last chances to veer away 
from our ecocidal path of universal destruction. This sounds pretty 
sappy, I know. We’ve all heard it a million times: it’s love that 
gives us meaning and that makes life worthwhile. And people are 
capable of extraordinary displays of love in a myriad of forms. 

Maybe it takes a flock of parrots to drive the point home. 

* * * 


* * * 

It is easy to dislike human beings in the aggregate. Hearing about 
the endemic torture at Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq and the global 
destruction of species (about a quarter of mammals and birds are 
now threatened), or any of a thousand other outrages, one can 
catch oneself hoping that Earth will simply be rid of our kind 
soon. 

But Bittner reminds us there is more to humans than this. He 
tries to remain an objective, detached observer of parrots in order 
to gain credibility, but eventually he has to admit to himself (and 
his readers) that the reason he spends time with the birds is that 
he loves them—and not merely in some abstract spiritual or aes¬ 
thetic sense. It is love that keeps him interested in the daily lives 
of specific birds with which he forms life-long bonds. It is love 
that keeps the flock together, love that enables it to grow. Human 


At the end of the book and film we are treated to a pleasant 
surprise: Mark finds a girlfriend. He also becomes a successful 
author and the subject of a documentary film. He has achieved 
his dreams—though by a long, circuitous, and initially unpromis¬ 
ing route. He has stuck to his vision and his principles. He has 
(mostly) avoided the cage. 

Both the book and the film tell us as much about ourselves 
as they do about parrots. We are a peculiar species of ape, evi¬ 
dently not closely related to birds (genetically, we’re closer to 
voles than to parrots). Yet in the conures of Telegraph Hill we 
see reflections of ourselves—as we are, as we were, and as we 
may once again be. And we are reminded just how lonely it can 
be to confine our attention solely to the solipsistic human ma¬ 
trix, when so much more is going on around us. 

Mark Bittner’s web site: www.pelicanmedia.org/wildparrots.html 
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Order 81: 

The Bio-Tech War on 
Iraqi Farmers 


By Jeremy Smith 


Under the guise of helping get Iraq back on its feet, the US is setting out to totally 
re-engineer the country’s traditional farming systems into a US-style corporate 
agribusiness. They’ve even created a new law - Order 81 - to make sure it happens. 


In “Order 81: The Bio-Tech War on Iraqi 
Farmers” Jeremy Smith provides a 
comprehensive look at the history of Iraqi 
agriculture and examines the efforts by 
American Empire to restructure the 
country’s traditional farming system to 
serve Western corporate interests. 

This essay is excerpted from The 

Ecologist 

Web site: www.theecologist.org 

Reprinted with permission 
Copyright 2005 


C oals to Newcastle. Ice to Eskimos. 

Tea to China. These are the acts of 
the ultimate salesmen, wily market¬ 
ers able to sell even to people with 
no need to buy. To that list can now 
be added a new phrase—Wheat to Iraq. 

Iraq is part of the ‘fertile crescent’ of 
Mesopotamia. It is here, in around 8,500 to 8,000BC, 
that mankind first domesticated wheat, here that 
agriculture was born. In recent years however, the 
birthplace of farming has been in trouble. Wheat 
production tumbled from 1,236,000 tons in 1995 to 
just 384,000 tons in 2000. Why this should have hap¬ 
pened very much depends on whom you ask. 
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The US, however, has decided that, 
despite 10,000 years practice, Iraqis 
don’t know what wheat works best in 
their own conditions, and would be 
better off with some new, imported 
American varieties. Under the guise, 
therefore, of helping get Iraq back on 
its feet, the US is setting out to totally 
reengineer the country’s traditional 
farming systems into a US-style cor¬ 
porate agribusiness. 


A press release from Headquarters United States Com¬ 
mand reports that ‘Over the past 10 years, this region has not 
been able to keep up with Iraq’s wheat demand. During the 
Saddam Hussein regime, farmers were expected to continu¬ 
ously produce wheat, never leaving their fields fallow. This 
tactic degraded the soil, leaving few nutrients for the next 
year’s crop, increasing the chances for crop disease and fun¬ 
gus, and eventually resulting in fewer yields.’ For the US 
military, the blame clearly lies with the ‘tactics’ of ‘Saddam’s 
regime’. 

However, in 1997 the UN’s Food and Agriculture 
Organisation (FAO) found: ‘Crop yields... remain low due 
to poor land preparation as a result of lack of machinery, 
low use of inputs, deteriorating soil quality and irrigation 
facilities’ and ‘The animal population has declined steeply 
due to severe shortages of feed and vaccines during the em¬ 
bargo years’. Less interested in selling a war perhaps, the 
FAO sees Iraqi agriculture suffering due to a lack of neces¬ 
sary machinery and inputs, themselves absent as the result of 
deprivation ‘during the embargo years’. 

Or it could have been simpler still. According to a 2003 
USDA report, ‘Current total production of major grains is 
estimated to be down 50 percent from the 1990/91 level. 
Three years of drought from 1999-2001 significantly reduced 
production.’ 

Whoever you believe, Iraqi wheat production has col¬ 
lapsed in recent years. The next question then, is how to get 
it back on its feet. 

Despite its recent troubles, Iraqi agriculture’s long his¬ 
tory means that for the last 10,000 years Iraqi farmers have 


been naturally selecting wheat varieties that work best with 
their climate. Each year they have saved seeds from crops 
that prosper under certain conditions and replanted and cross- 
pollinated them with others with different strengths the fol¬ 
lowing year, so that the crop continually improves. In 2002, 
the FAO estimated that 97 per cent of Iraqi farmers used 
their own saved seed or bought seed from local markets. 
That there are now over 200,000 known varieties of wheat 
in the world is down in no small part to the unrecognised 
work of farmers like these and their informal systems of 
knowledge sharing and trade. It would be more than reason¬ 
able to assume that somewhere amongst the many fields and 
grainstores of iraq there are samples of strong, indigenous 
wheat varieties that could be developed and distributed around 
the country in order to bolster production once more. 

Likewise, long before Abu Ghraib became the world’s 
most infamous prison, it was known for housing not inmates, 
but seeds. In the early 1970s samples of the many varieties 
used by Iraqi farmers were starting to be saved in the country’s 
national gene bank, situated in the town of Abu Ghraib. In¬ 
deed one of Iraq’s most well known indigenous wheat vari¬ 
eties is called ‘Abu Ghraib’. 

Unfortunately, this vital heritage and knowledge base is 
now believed lost, the victim of the current campaign and 
the many years of conflict that preceded it. But there is an¬ 
other viable source. At the International Centre for Agricul¬ 
tural Research in Dry Areas (ICARDA) in Syria there are 
still samples of several Iraqi varieties. As a revealing report 
by Focus on the Global South and GRAIN comments: ‘These 
comprise the agricultural heritage of Iraq belonging to the 
Iraqi farmers that ought now to be repatriated.’ 

If Iraq’s new adminstration truly wanted to re-establish 
Iraqi agriculture for the benefit of the Iraqi people it would 
seek out the fruits of their knowledge. It could scour the 
country for successful farms, and if it miraculously found 
none could bring over the seeds from ICARDA and use those 
as the basis of a programme designed to give Iraq back the 
agriculture it once gave the world. 

The US, however, has decided that, despite 10,000 years 
practice, Iraqis don’t know what wheat works best in their 
own conditions, and would be better off with some new, 
imported American varieties. Under the guise, therefore, of 
helping get Iraq back on its feet, the US is setting out to 
totally reengineer the country’s traditional farming systems 
into a US-style corporate agribusiness. Or, as the aforemen¬ 
tioned press release from Headquarters United States Com¬ 
mand puts it: ‘Multi-National Forces are currently planting 
seeds for the future of agriculture in the Ninevah Province’ 

First, it is re-educating the farmers. An article in the 
Land and Livestock Post reveals that thanks to a project un¬ 
dertaken by Texas A&M University’s International Agricul¬ 
ture Office there are now 800 acres of demonstration plots 
all across Iraq, teaching Iraqi farmers how to grow ‘high- 
yield seed varieties’ of crops that include barley, chick peas, 
lentils—and wheat. 
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The leaders of the $107 million project have a stated 
goal of doubling the production of 30,000 Iraqi farms within 
the first year. After one year, farmers will see soaring pro¬ 
duction levels. Many will be only too willing to abandon 
their old ways in favour of the new technologies. Out will 
go traditional methods. In will come imported American seeds 
(more than likely GM, as Texas A&M’s Agriculture Pro¬ 
gram considers itself ‘a recognised world leader in using 
biotechnology’). And with the new seeds will come new 
chemicals—pesticides, herbicides, fungicides, all sold to the 
Iraqis by corporations such as Monsanto, Cargill and Dow. 

Another article, this time in The Business Journal of 
Phoenix, declares: ‘An Arizona agri-research firm is sup¬ 
plying wheat seeds to be used by farmers in Iraq looking to 
boost their country’s homegrown food supplies.’ That firm 
is called the World Wide Wheat Company, and in partner¬ 
ship with three universities (including Texas A&M again) it 
is to ‘provide 1,000 pounds of wheat seeds to be used by 
Iraqi farmers north of Baghdad.’ 

According to Seedquest (described as the ‘central in¬ 
formation website for the global seed industry’) WWWC is 
one of the leaders in developing proprietary varieties of ce¬ 
real seeds - ie varieties that are owned by a particular com¬ 
pany. According to the firm’s website, any ‘client’ (or farmer 
as they were once known) wishing to grow one of their seeds, 
‘pays a licensing fee for each variety’. 

All of a sudden the donation doesn’t sound so altruis¬ 
tic. WWWC gives the Iraqis some seeds. They get taught 
how to grow them, shown how much ‘better’ they are than 
their seeds, and then told that if they want any more, they 
have to pay. 

Another point in one of the articles casts further doubt 
on American intentions. According to the Business Journal, 
‘six kinds of wheat seeds were developed for the Iraqi en¬ 
deavour. Three will be used for farmers to grow wheat that 
is made into pasta; three seed strains will be for breadmaking.’ 

Pasta? According to the 2001 World Food Programme 
report on Iraq, ‘Dietary habits and preferences included con¬ 
sumption of large quantities and varieties of meat, as well as 
chicken, pulses, grains, vegetables, fruits and dairy prod¬ 
ucts.’ No mention of lasagne. Likewise, a quick check of the 
Middle Eastern cookbook on my kitchen shelves, while not 
exclusively Iraqi, reveals a grand total of no pasta dishes 
listed within it. 

There can be only two reasons why 50 per cent of the 
grains being developed are for pasta. One, the US intends to 
have so many American soldiers and businessmen in Iraq 
that it is orienting the country’s agriculture around feeding 
not ‘Starving Iraqis’ but ‘Overfed Americans’. Or, and more 
likely, because the food was never meant to be eaten inside 
Iraq at all. 

Iraqi farmers are to be taught to grow crops for export. 
Then they can spend the money they earn (after they have 
paid for next year’s seeds and chemicals) buying food to 


There can be only two reasons why 
50 per cent of the grains being devel¬ 
oped are for pasta. One, the US 
intends to have so many American 
soldiers and businessmen in Iraq that 
it is orienting the country’s agricul¬ 
ture around feeding not ‘Starving 
Iraqis’ but ‘Overfed Americans’. Or, 
and more likely, because the food 
was never meant to be eaten inside 
Iraq at all. 


feed their family. Under the guise of aid, the US has incor¬ 
porated them into the global economy. 

What the US is now doing in Iraq has a very significant 
precedent. The Green Revolution of the 1950s and 60s was 
to be the new dawn for farmers in the developing world. Just 
as now in Iraq, Western scientists and corporations arrived 
clutching new ‘wonder crops’, promising peasant farmers 
that if they planted these new seeds they would soon be rich. 

The result was somewhat different. As Vandana Shiva 
writes in Biopiracy—the plunder of nature and knowledge: 
‘The miracle varieties displaced the diversity of traditionally 
grown crops, and through the erosion of diversity the new 
seeds became a mechanism for introducing and fostering pests. 
Indigenous varieties are resistant to local pests and diseases. 
Even if certain diseases occur, some of the strains may be 
susceptible, but others will have resistance to survive.’ 

Worldwide, thousands of traditional varieties developed 
over millennia were forsaken in favour of a few new hy¬ 
brids, all owned by even fewer giant multinationals. As a 
result, Mexico has lost 80 per cent of its corn varieties since 
1930. At least 9,000 varieties of wheat grown in China have 
been lost since 1949. Then in 1970 in the US, genetic uni¬ 
formity resulted in the loss of almost a billion dollars worth 
of maize because 80 per cent of the varieties grown were 
susceptible to a disease known as ‘southern leaf blight’. 

Overall, the FAO estimates that about 75 per cent of 
genetic diversity in agricultural crops was lost in the last 
century. The impact on small farmers worldwide has been 
devastating. Demanding large sums of capital and high in¬ 
puts of chemicals, such farming massively favours large scale, 
industrial farmers. The many millions of dispossessd people 
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in Asia and elsewhere is in large part a result of this ineq¬ 
uity. They can’t afford to farm anymore, are driven off their 
land, either into their cities’ slums or across the seas to come 
knocking at the doors of those who once offered them a 
poisoned chalice of false hope. 

What separates the US’s current scheme from those of 
the Green Revolution is that the earlier ones were, at least in 
part, the decisions of the elected governments of the coun¬ 
tries affected. The Iraqi plan is being imposed on the people 
of Iraq without them having any say in the matter. Having 
ousted Saddam, America is now behaving like a despot it¬ 
self. It has decided what will happen in Iraq and it is doing 
it, regardless of whether it is what the Iraqi people want. 

When former Coalition Provisional Authority admin¬ 
istrator Paul Bremer departed Iraq in June 2004 he left be¬ 
hind a legacy of 100 ‘Orders’ for the restructuring of the 
Iraqi legal system. Of these orders, one is particularly perti¬ 
nent to the issue of seeds. Order 81 
covers the issues of ‘Patent, Indus¬ 
trial Design, Undisclosed Informa¬ 
tion, Integrated Circuits and Plant 
Variety’. It amends Iraq’s original 
law on patents, created in 1970, and 
is legally binding unless repealed by 
a future Iraqi government. 

The most significant part of 
Order 81 is a new chapter that it 
inserts on ‘Plant Variety Protec¬ 
tion’ (PVP). This concerns itself 
not with the protection of 
biodiversity, but rather with the pro¬ 
tection of the commercial interests 
of large seed corporations. 

To qualify for PVP, seeds 
have to meet the following criteria: 
they must be ‘new, distinct, uniform 
and stable’. Under the new regula¬ 
tions imposed by Order 81, there¬ 
fore, the sort of seeds Iraqi farmers 
are now being encouraged to grow 
by corporations such as WWWC 
will be those registered under PVP. 

On the other hand, it is impossible for the seeds devel¬ 
oped by the people of Iraq to meet these criteria. Their seeds 
are not ‘new’ as they are the product of millennia of devel¬ 
opment. Nor are they ‘distinct’. The free exchange of seeds 
practiced for centuries ensures that characteristics are spread 
and shared across local varieties. And they are the opposite 
of ‘uniform’ and ‘stable’ by the very nature of their 
biodiversity. They cross-pollinate with other nearby variet¬ 
ies, ensuring they are always changing and always adapting. 

Cross-pollination is an important issue for another rea¬ 
son. In recent years several farmers have been taken to court 
for illegally growing a corporation’s GM seeds. The farm¬ 
ers have argued they were doing so unknowingly, that the 


seeds must have carried on the wind from a neighbouring 
farm, for example. They have still been taken to court. This 
will now apply in Iraq. Under the new rules, if a farmer’s 
seed can be shown to have been contaminated with one of 
the PVP registered seeds, he could be fined. He may have 
been saving his seed for years, maybe even generations, but 
if it mixes with a seed owned by a corporation and maybe 
creates a new hybrid, he may face a day in court. 

Remember that 97 per cent of Iraqi farmers save their 
seeds. Order 81 also puts paid to that. A new line has been 
added to the law which reads: ‘Farmers shall be prohibited 
from re-using seeds of protected varieties or any variety men¬ 
tioned in items 1 and 2 of paragraph (C) of Article 14 of this 
Chapter.’ 

The other varieties referred to are those that show similar 
characteristics to the PVP varieties. If a corporation devel¬ 
ops a variety resistant to a particular Iraqi pest, and some¬ 
where in Iraq a farmer is growing 
another variety that does the same, 
it’s now illegal for him/her to save 
that seed. It sounds mad, but it’s 
happened before. A few years back 
a corporation called SunGene pat¬ 
ented a sunflower variety with a 
very high oleic acid content. It 
didn’t just patent the genetic struc¬ 
ture though, it patented the char¬ 
acteristic. Subsequently SunGene 
notified other sunflower breeders 
that should they develop a variety 
high in oleic acid with would be 
considered an infringement of the 
patent. 

So the Iraqi farmer may have 
been wowed with the promise of a 
bumper yield at the end of this 
year. But unlike before he can’t 
save his seed for the next. A 
10,000-year old tradition has been 
replaced at a stroke with a contract 
for hire. 

Iraqi farmers have been made vassals to American cor¬ 
porations. That they were baking bread for 9,500 years be¬ 
fore America existed has no weight when it comes to decid¬ 
ing who owns Iraq’s wheat. Yet for every farmer that stops 
growing his unique strain of saved seed the world loses an¬ 
other variety, one that might have been useful in times of 
disease or drought. 

In short, what America has done is not restructure Iraq’s 
agriculture, but dismantle it. The people whose forefathers 
first mastered the domestication of wheat will now have to 
pay for the privilege of growing it for someone else. And 
with that the world’s oldest farming heritage will become 
just another subsidiary link in the vast American supply chain. 


The impact on small farmers world¬ 
wide has been devastating. Demand¬ 
ing large sums of capital and high 
inputs of chemicals, such farming 
massively favours large scale, in¬ 
dustrial farmers. The many millions 
of dispossessd people in Asia and 
elsewhere is in large part a result 
of this inequity. They can’t afford to 
farm anymore, are driven off their 
land, either into their cities’ slums 
or across the seas to come knocking 
at the doors of those who once 
offered them a poisoned chalice of 
false hope. 
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How not to write for 
Alternative Press Review ! 

Introductory background to the APR relaunch 


Alternative Press Review is a small collective project whose 
primary goal is to promote the libertarian side of alternative 
and radical media in North America. To that end APR re¬ 
prints the most important and the best of the material we 
have a chance to see in these media, especially when we 
feel it deserves much better circulation than it’s received. 
We also publish a limited amount of original writing, mostly 
reviews and media commentary contributed by members of 
our editorial collective, but also occasional and sundry con¬ 
tributions from others. 

APR was established in 1994 as 
a sister periodical to Anarchy maga¬ 
zine. Intended as a quarterly that would 
be distributed by newsstand on a 
shoestring budget, APR has so far not 
lived up to its potential due to a per¬ 
sistent lack of committed editorial and 
production staff, leading to a persis¬ 
tent failure to publish regularly. As a 
result we shut down the magazine tem¬ 
porarily after the Spring 2003 issue in 
order to reorganize so that APR could 
actually begin to appear on a regular, 
quarterly basis and build its circula¬ 
tion to a more sustainable level. Our 
ultimate goal is to become a more consistent, reliable, out¬ 
spoken and widespread alternative media voice. 

The Spring 2005 issue was quickly conceived and ex¬ 
ecuted, following our decision in the first week of February 
2005 to go ahead with our intention to relaunch. It was at 
that time that Allan Antliff agreed to join our editorial and 
production collective, making the relaunch possible. Among 
many other things discussed in February as we reorganized 
and relaunched the magazine was our desire to include more 


female voices in APR, including at least one regularly con¬ 
tributing writer. In March I also expressed my expectation 
that anyone interested in consistently participating in the 
APR project be able to articulate “liberatory perspectives, 
and...avoid perspectives that are authoritarian, statist, capi¬ 
talist, imperialist, sexist, racist, ideological, politically-cor- 
rect, technophilic, moralistic or academic.” Not an easy task, 
but all necessary for serious contributors to this project! 

Of course, especially given the short time from our de¬ 
cision to relaunch until the first new is¬ 
sue went to press, not all of our plans 
for the relaunch issue of APR came to 
fruition. Although we never gave a 
thought to establishing any sort of quo¬ 
tas for articles written by women (the 
majority of the North American popula¬ 
tion) or by any minorities, we do keep 
our eyes open for a wide variety of writ¬ 
ing, comic art and graphic art work. One 
of the feature essays we asked per¬ 
mission to reprint in the spring issue 
was a excerpt titled “The Pedophile 
Panic” from Judith Levine’s very impor¬ 
tant recent book Harmful to Minors. Un¬ 
fortunately, permission wasn’t received 
in time for the relaunch issue, although it was subsequently 
granted in time for this piece to be included in the current 
issue in your hands. 

It was under these circumstances that we received a 
copy of the following poorly-written diatribe, which has also 
been publicized through web sites on the internet. We re¬ 
produce it just as it was received. 

Jason McQuinn 


Although we never gave a 
thought to establishing any 
sort of quotas for articles 
written by women (the major¬ 
ity of the North American 
population) or by any minori¬ 
ties, we do keep our eyes 
open for a wide variety of 
writing, comic art and 
graphic artwork. 
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2005: Males Are Still Considered The Norm, 
Women Are Still Considered Adhorrent 

by Kirsten Anderberg 
(www.kirstenanderberg.com) 


W hy is it that when things serve only males, is 
it not considered “male-exclusive,” yet any¬ 
thing where women predominate is imme¬ 
diately labeled abhorrent, as subcultural (a 
women’s something or other), or a subcat¬ 
egory of the all-maleness that is considered normalcy? I am 
stunned how male editors continue to pump out more and more 
male-exclusive websites, newswires, and magazines, and then 
have the nerve to call it “alternative” press. The newest editions 
of both the Alternative Press Review emailing, and their new 
magazine, have ALL male writers except for one female-written 
article about a male writer! There is absolutely nothing “alterna¬ 
tive” about male-owned, male-predominated media in a patriar¬ 
chy! I am also stunned at how the last 5 minutes of every single 
news broadcast for my 44 years on earth have included clips 
exalting all-male sports ad nauseam! I am also in disbelief over 
the billions of dollars spent in every major U.S. city on male- 
exclusive sports arenas. This goes on while women on welfare 
are trying to raise kids men made, with no help or child support 
from the fathers, and as the sports arenas go up, they are told 
there is no money for affordable housing. Male priorities. Al¬ 
ways. 

The newest edition of the Alternative Press Review maga¬ 
zine, for example, has three male editors. Every single article in 
their new magazine is authored by a male with the exception of 
ONE article. Why is this not called “The Male Alternative Press 
Review?” If the new Alternative Press Review magazine had 
only women editors, and only women written articles, with one 
male written article, I guarantee you that somehow the word 
“women’s” would have worked its way into the magazine title or 
description of the publication. It would be defined as a “femi¬ 
nist” publication, yet all-male publications are not labeled “pro¬ 
male” in a similar fashion and I would like to know to what that 
discrepancy is attributed if not sexism. We see no “male” at¬ 
tached to the Alternative Press Review magazine, yet the maga¬ 
zine has almost all males, exclusively, in a ratio of 14 male au¬ 
thor names to 1 woman author’s name. There are also no women 
editors. Additionally, the images in the magazine are overwhelm¬ 
ingly male. There is one picture of a woman, Lynne Stewart, due 
to a story about her, but the remaining shots of individuals are 


six pictures of men, all white with perhaps the exception of Ward 
Churchill, you know, The Men of Activism and Alternative Press. 

Why is it when women do things, it is labeled with gender 
and when men do things, it is acted as if all genders are included, 
when that is most often not the case? The use of “men” to mean 
all males and females is a good display of this behavior. And 
beyond that is the leaving off of quantifiers such as “male” when 
it is male-dominated. Only if it is NOT male-dominated do we 
use descriptors, which truly reflects who we are here to serve. 
People do the same thing with race. They will use a racial de¬ 
scriptor for everyone BUT white people! They will say a “black 
male,” or a “Latino woman,” but they rarely, if ever, say “white” 
woman or man on the news, for instance. In a culture that el¬ 
evates white skin above all others, only non-white things needs 
identification, just as in a patriarchy, it is only non-male things 
that need descriptors. 

This dilemma is so old and obvious that it is unnerving to 
have to keep spelling it out over and over again. No longer do I 
believe most men cannot understand this issue. They are feign¬ 
ing ignorance. I charge most men are playing dumb to try to 
maintain their privileges. Any idiot could see if you have a pro¬ 
duction with all male cast members and all male directors, whether 
that be in performance or literary works, that it is NOT inclusive! 
And since we live in a patriarchy, this is even more insidious and 
even less benign. 

The comical part for me is how separatist men keep putting 
the responsibility for gender integration back on the few women 
who do venture into these male predominated venues. Rather 
than the men accepting their own responsibility in creating male 
exclusive enclaves of support, they say to the one woman in¬ 
volved, “Go find us more women.” This has happened to me 
regularly for over 20 years now. 

[editors’ note: a long digression concerning the writer’s 
experience as a performer has been skipped here.] 

Last week, I received an email from Alternative Press Re¬ 
view (APR) with articles by ALL male authors. I do not believe 
for one moment that there was not a single article written by a 
woman that had merit in the alternative press that week. I de¬ 
cided to write Thomas Wheeler, the editor, and complain. He 
explained to me that very few women “submit” articles to APR 
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(www.altpr.org), and that was why he rarely displayed or pro¬ 
moted women’s articles at APR. He recommended I tell women 
writers to submit to him, echoing the vaudeville coordinators 
saying the same thing to me earlier. But I cannot believe the 
sincerity of those requests any longer. I do not think it is appro¬ 
priate or the responsibility of one of less than a handful of women 
writers regularly submitting to APR, to find women writers for 
the editors of APR to review. Is the idea that I am the only one 
interested in seeing something other than only men, predomi¬ 
nantly white men, highlighted, reviewed, published and syndi¬ 
cated in something that touts itself as a “review” of the best of 
the alternative press? 

I think that the male editors of APR are reading predomi¬ 
nantly male writers’ works, and thus they are including not only 
male written articles that are submitted, but also ones they read 
throughout their daily lives. But one only has to look at the 
alternative press sites, to see how male editors reading other 
alternative press sites, are just getting more and more male views. 
It is cyclic. And inbred. Again, anything that is not white and 
male-predominated must be relegated to subcategories based on 
us not being male or white. Thus for white male editors to pub¬ 
lish anything but a predominance of white male authors, they 
need to go outside their comfort zone and to start reading alter¬ 
native press written by non-whites and non-males to begin pub¬ 
lishing them in reviews of alternative press, is my opinion. Surely 
there are many great articles by women in the alternative press 
right now. Why has not a one woman-written article shown up 
on the most recent APR emailing, and only one woman’s article 
shown up in the new printed APR magazine? And why is the 
only article in the current APR magazine by a woman, an article 
about a white male journalist?! 

The one woman-authored article in the APR magazine right 
now is about Gary Webb’s death via apparent suicide. Yet at 
nearly the same time, another famous journalist died from an 
apparent suicide, Iris Chang. “She was a real woman warrior try¬ 
ing to fight injustice,” is how people described her. “She was 
passionate and articulate,” said a faculty member in Asian Ameri¬ 
can studies at UC Berkeley. Chang authored three books and 
many articles and columns. Her most famous and controversial 
work is her book The Rape of Nanking: The Forgotten Holo¬ 
caust of World War II, which described one of the war’s worst 
atrocities. It makes me sad that APR spent the one woman-writ¬ 
ten article talking about a white male writer. When Iris Chang 
died in a similar fashion, in a similar time frame, and not a word 
was mentioned about her by a male or female writer in APR. 

Since men have taken over the press, in both the main¬ 
stream and most alternative venues, women are relegated to en¬ 
claves that will promote and publish issues of interest to us, such 
as women journalists who commit suicide. I believe if the white 
men who predominate the editorships of most alternative press 
venues wanted to include more women and people of color as 
writers, they could do so very easily. It is not hard to find our 


subcategoric writing enclaves. But that would mean giving up 
their own stage space for those not normally given publishing 
space. And my experience is, editors want to be published, them¬ 
selves, as writers in their own venues, and they also want to 
publish people LIKE THEM, with their shared interests, which 
are predominantly white male interests, so we just get more and 
more of that. So now white males predominate not only the main¬ 
stream press, but alternative press as well! I would even go so far 
as to say white male press CANNOT BE alternative. I am willing 
to go so far as to say the ONLY alternative press in America is 
written by women and people of color at this point. We have 
heard enough of the overbearing white male viewpoint now to 
last us a generation or more. I am fine with us hearing LESS from 
white male writers, starting today. Yet, that is all the alternative 
press seems to spew out regularly, even amidst complaints, and 
the existence of women writers, such as myself. 

I have to admit I was turned off immediately when I opened 
the issue of Alternative Press Review magazine that I received 
two days ago in the mail. I felt my inner anger rage immediately 
as I went through page after page to see more and more male 
writers, and one women writer, ironically writing about a white 
male writer! I feel men should have to have these things labeled 
as “male” projects when they behave thusly. Projects with even 
half women participants are usually relegated to something with 
“women” in the title, yet men get away with entire publications 
devoted to men, and do not have to have them labeled “male 
projects.” I think that we DO need to start calling a spade a spade 
here, and we need to start calling these things “male” projects 
when they are actually that. There is something less appealing 
about a publication called “The Men’s Alternative Press Re¬ 
view” yet that is the reality. Even in anarchy, there is the cre¬ 
ation of anarcho-feminism, and I want to know why there was 
even a need for that. If anarchy was followed as a model in pure 
theory, sexism could not exist and thus feminism would not be 
needed. Yet, white males have predominated there too, causing 
women to subcategorize yet again. Could this be why they call it 
a patriarchy? Because men take over every single thing they get 
ahold of to the exclusion of others? And could this be why 
America is defined correctly as a racist society? Because white 
men always make sure they are included, first and foremost, even 
to the exclusion of others, while claiming to represent all? 

I cannot read the new issue of APR because it enrages me to 
open it. I wonder if the editors did not even notice it was all male. 
Or did they not care? How is it I noticed it within the first second 
of seeing that magazine, yet editors worked on it for months, and 
never even noticed that? Or they do not care? Would they notice 
if they had included all women writers and only one male writer 
talking about a woman writer? I think they WOULD have no¬ 
ticed that right away. And I think they would have sought a 
gender balance. 

The Benet IQ test was originally created and given to sample 

(continued on page 61 ) 
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The alternative press is alternative 
because of what it does. 

Not because of the social classifications 

of its participants 

By Jason McQuinn 


A s is obvious from the frantic tone and less-than-logi- 
cal content of Kirsten Anderberg’s rant (and from its 
immediate public appearance on web sites), she 
didn’t write it in order to communicate her concerns with the 
APR collective, but to attack Alternative Press Review with 
quite another audience in mind. And for those women who 
may feel similarly excluded from contributing to the alterna¬ 
tive press for either real or imagined reasons, she may well 
strike a chord of empathy despite the 
absurdity of her arguments. But for 
those interested in honest dialogue 
rather than arbitrary public denuncia¬ 
tion within the alternative and radical 
media milieu we’d like to clarify a few 
of the issues and non-issues raised. 

First of all it should be obvious 
to everyone who reads and views 
North American alternative and radi¬ 
cal media that there are fewer female 
voices than male voices. This isn’t 
too surprising given the rigid histori¬ 
cal division between male and female 
roles sanctioned by the major social 
institutions. Change in the deliberate 
exclusion of women from any signifi¬ 
cant participation in most mainstream 
organizations is ongoing and has only come with struggle. 
Within alternative and radical media there has been far less 
intentional exclusion, though prejudicial attitudes learned from 
mainstream culture continue to exert influence in some 
spheres. 

Many alternative and radical media projects like Alter¬ 
native Press Review are highly critical of mainstream institu¬ 
tions and the mainstream culture of inequality, domination 


and exploitation. But they cannot avoid the effects of these 
institutions and culture on the society within which they op¬ 
erate. APR is always open to contributions of all kinds by 
women, as well as by anyone else from any social category 
or classification. But no matter how much APR may encour¬ 
age women and others to contribute, it is up to people them¬ 
selves to develop their abilities to express themselves and 
to make their work available to publishers. It is each of our 
responsibilities to make ourselves 
heard. 

For most purposes within so- 
cially-conscious alternative and radi¬ 
cal media the gender of writers and 
publishers is simply irrelevant. Male 
or female editors, publishers and 
writers have more or less equal ca¬ 
pabilities. Just because men or 
women or both publish or write for a 
magazine says nothing about the 
purpose of the magazine or the au¬ 
dience intended. Neither does the 
gender of publishers or writers have 
anything to do with whether a peri¬ 
odical is alternative or radical or nei¬ 
ther! A mainstream magazine with 
an all-female staff is still a main¬ 
stream magazine! Women as well as men can write main¬ 
stream trash selling commodities, images and lifestyles. 
What makes an alternative periodical alternative—and espe¬ 
cially a radical periodical radical—is its critical orientation 
and its commitment to cover what the mainstream media 
would rather ignore or hide. Mainstream feminism, which 
seeks to put more women into positions of power in hierar¬ 
chical, exploitative institutions, is one more obstacle to per- 


Kirsten Anderberg’s simplistic 
male-bashing feminism might 
make a small bit of sense when 
applied to mainstream media 
institutions—institutions that have 
done more than most to perpetu¬ 
ate the inequalities, exploitation 
and forms of enslavement in 
modern society. But applying a 
litmus test of “gender balance” to 
a volunteer collective of three 
people is absurd. 
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THE SAD TRUTH 


How not to write for APR 


sonal and community autonomy, freedom and equality. The 
myth that the gender of the person filling an institutional 
role makes a significant difference in the maintenance and 
execution of hierarchical power has been given the lie by 
every female head-of-state who has launched a war or op¬ 
pressed “her” people. The really important things, in the 
absence of any systematic prejudice, are the practice and 
purposes of projects and not the gender (or other social 
classification or categorization) of the people involved. 

Kirsten Anderberg suggests: “Surely there are many 
great articles by women in the alternative press right now.” 
This may be true in some sense. But it isn’t at all true that 
there are “many great articles by women” to choose from to 
run in APR about the subjects or from the perspectives ex¬ 
isting in the articles we have actually published. In reality 
there is a dearth of both men and women (though many 
fewer women than men) writing from consistently liberatory 
perspectives about most of the important issues we’d like 
to cover. In fact, this is something that makes the APR 
project so important, since it is one of the very few places 
where people can read such consistently high quality 
liberatory writing anywhere in the North American media. 

Kirsten Anderberg’s simplistic male-bashing feminism 
might make a small bit of sense when applied to main¬ 
stream media institutions—institutions that have done more 
than most to perpetuate the inequalities, exploitation and 
forms of enslavement in modern society. But applying a 
litmus test of “gender balance” to a volunteer collective of 
three people is absurd. Especially when it is considered 
that these people are dedicating their money, skills and 
time to promote alternative and radical media. A few men 
didn’t take over a project that otherwise (according to 
Anderberg’s paranoid perspective) would have been run by 
women! Apparently Anderberg would prefer that an impor¬ 
tant project like APR simply not exist if there are no women 
interested in organizing it. In reality, what doesn’t exist are 
all the projects that could have been created if more women 
and men took the trouble to get involved. 

Unlike most alternative periodicals, the majority of the 
content for APR is reprinted, which means that it will be a 
subset of the more liberatory, well-argued and well-written 
material that has already found publication elsewhere in al¬ 
ternative media. Given our tiny budget we are limited even 
more by the requirement that most of the alternative peri¬ 
odicals we scan need to exchange subscriptions with APR 
in order for us to have access to them. We encourage all 
other alternative periodicals to set up exchange subscrip¬ 
tions with APR, certainly including feminist periodicals. 

The new editorial and publishing collective of Alterna¬ 
tive Press Review would be interested in a genuine dia¬ 
logue with readers interested in respectful and reasoned 
discussion of ways in which to increase the participation of 
women in the alternative press in general and APR in par¬ 
ticular. We’d really like to hear from you! 


2005: Males Are Still Considered The Norm (continued from 
page 59) 

populations and women outscored men repeatedly. So the men 
decided something was “wrong” with the test, and remade it 
so men scored relatively equally with men. Yet you know as 
well as I do, that if men had originally outscored women on 
that test, it would have been used as proof that women are not 
as smart as men! And since the tests obviously are tampered 
with to concoct results, they are useless anyway. But this type 
of thinking, this male-oriented thought that dominates all 
American culture, is as insidious in alternative press and anar¬ 
chy, as it is in the mainstream press and middle class. 

I do not know if this is negligence or maliciousness. In 
law, you can prove intent or negligence to assert liability. 
Negligence is a lesser count, as it is implied that an oversight 
lead to the mishap, rather than malicious intent. But I am not 
sure what to make of the alternative press’s blind spot when it 
comes to white male superiority. Certainly complaints like 
mine are not rare. Yet they keep on publishing more and more 
white males to the exclusion of the majority, which is women. 
How will it change? What causes it? Who is responsible to 
make it change? I do not have the answers, but I have a copy of 
a magazine that exemplifies the problem clearly, and it is called 
the Alternative Press Review, Volume 9, Issue 1. 

Why would women writers submit to a magazine that has 
no visible women writers published? Do male writers submit 
en mass to feminist publications? (I do not know if they do or 
not, but it is an interesting thing to contrast). Is Mickey Z 
being published in Off Our Backs regularly like he is in the 
male venues? No, he is not. Why would women performers 
apply to fairs with only male acts on its stages? And why 
should women be responsible for integrating all-male ven¬ 
ues? Or cleaning up the mess male exclusivity creates? Are 
women forced to follow suit, and to promote women-only ven¬ 
ues, since men have all other venues locked up? Why shouldn’t 
women finally play social aikido with this, and eventually 
not give men access to our work, so they are stuck with ONLY 
white males and no other choice, left to bore not only others, 
but themselves as well? I am at my wit’s end. Should I even 
submit to APR? Is it causing more harm than good for them to 
publish “reviews” that absolutely exclude women writers? I 
have mixed feelings on that one. Does it do anyone any good 
for me to be a token woman writer in these male dominated 
alternative press venues? I am not sure it does. Does it give me 
endless grief dealing in male predominated venues? Yes. 
Should I write in women-only venues? Perhaps I should. It is a 
very complex dilemma and one that does not even exist as a 
blip on the radar of the male alternative press. 
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Alternative 
Press 
Magazines 
& Zines 

Because there is such a huge volume 
of alternative material being published\ 
in any single issue we are only able to 
review a portion of the periodicals we 
receive. Zines and magazines go in and 
out of publication daily, so don’t be 
surprised if a few of those listed here 
have already folded. You 9 re almost 
always better off sending cash or 
stamps (or IRCs—International Postal 
Reply Coupons) for smaller zines, 
unless the review specifies otherwise. If 
you want to be sure whether a zine or 
magazine is still available, send a 
SASE with a request for current 
information first. 

APR will send a free exchange copy 
to every publication reviewed in these 
pages (as long as it is at least 16 pages 
in length in standard 8 l A x 11 size or 
32 pages in smaller format). Please be 
aware that we receive hundreds of 
periodicals, more than we could ever 
review, and are constantly backlogged. 
Also keep in mind that the APR issue 
we send for exchanges will be the one 
a publication is reviewed in (when it 
is reviewed), so please be patient. APR 
does not exchange with non-English 
language publications. All reviews in 
this issue are by Jason McQuinn [JM], 
Thomas Wheeler [TW]. 


CCCO NEWS NOTES 

Unnumbered/Spring 2005 (1515 Cherry St, 
Philadelphia, PA 19102; web site: 
www.Qbjector.org ) is a 4-page newsletter of the 
Central Committee for Conscientious Objectors. 
This issue includes Steve Morse on “Consci¬ 
entious Objection in the 21st Century," listing 
the many ways that people have taken stands 
against the current military invasions and 
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occupations in Iraq and Afghanistan, and Kevin 
Ramirez gives an update on the efforts of the 
Military Out of Our Schools (MOOS) program. 
Send a contribution for a sample copy. 

COMMUNICATING VESSELS 

#15/Winter 2004-05 &#16/Spring 2005 (3527 
NE 15th Avenue #127, Portland, OR 97212) is 
an always interesting, nicely-done, 50-page 
zine. The Winter issue includes a short 
interview with author Jean Malaquais (Les 
Javanais & World without Visa), but basically 



centers around a long (and somewhat 
disjointed) account of “Germany’s Unknown 
Revolution of 1918-20.” The Spring issue 
features an overly-celebratory review of a 
sixties anthology titled Dancin' in the Streets, 
along with a worthwhile, but extended, 
analysis of “The Perplexities of the Middle 
Eastern Conflict.” Single copies are $3; 
subscriptions are $16/6 issues. [JM] 


CONFLUENCE 

Vol.11 ,#2/Summer 2005 (POB 63232, St. 
Louis, MO 63163; website: 
www.stlconfluence.org : e-mail: 
confluence@lists.indymedia.org ) is a 20-page 
issue of this tabloid of social & environmental 
news “from an anti-authoritarian perspective” 
for the Mississippi River Valley and Ozark 
bioregion, but centered on St. Louis concerns. 
This important 10th anniversary issue focuses 
on alternative and radical media issues, 
including a wonderful interview with free/pirate- 
radio pioneer Mbanna Kantako, Ron 
Sakolsky’s assessment of the “Low Power FM 
Fiasco” (reprinted in this APR), two excellent 
pieces by pirate radio pioneer Stephen 
Dunifer (one also reprinted in this APR), an 
interesting account of the history of the 
Confluence and related projects, a centerfold 
section on the 4-year-old St Louis Indymedia 
project, and Chris McClarren’s encouraging 
essay on “The Zine-An oh so delectable form 
of subversive media.” Plus lots more. 
Recommended! Subscriptions are still $25- 
$30/year; $12-$15/year low income or free to 
prisoners. 

DOLLARS & SENSE 

The Magazine of Economic Justice 

#259/May-June 2005 (Economic Affairs 
Bureau, 29 Winter St., Boston, MA 02108; 
website: www.dollarsandsense.org : e-mail: 
dollars@dollarsandsense.org) is a profession- 
ally-produced, long-running 32-page 
bimonthly magazine examining international 
and domestic economics from a left perspec¬ 
tive. The May-June issue covers the ongoing 
gutting of U.S. defined-benefit pension plans in 
Teresa Ghilarducci’s “When Bad Things 
Happen to Good Pension Plans,” and also 
includes Doug Orr with an overview of the 
facts behind the Bush administration’s attack on 
Social Security, a survey by Matias Vernengo 
of the neoliberal economic policies of the new, 
vaguely leftist governments of South America, 
and an analysis of the impact of independent 
documentaries on the corporate media’s 
growing monopoly of (dis)information. As one 
of the few periodicals consistently and critically 
focusing on economics, this magazine can be 
an important resource. Sample copies are 
$4.50 postpaid; subscriptions are $23.95/6 
issues. 
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DRAFT NOTICES 

Committee Opposed to Militarism and the 
Draft 

Vol. 25, #2, March/April 2005(PO Box 15159, 
San Diego, CA 92175; web: 
www.comdsd.org ) is a 10-page newsletter 
from COMD, an anti-militarism organization that 
challenges the institution of the military, its effect 
on society, its role abroad and at home, and 
the racism, sexism and homophobia that are 
inherent in the armed forces and Selective 
Service System. Articles include “Educators go 
to Boot Camp,” a first-hand account by a high 
school teacher of her experiences attending 
the United States Marine Corps Educator’s 
Workshop, and “Uncle Sam Goes to College,” 
which documents efforts by military recruiters to 
more aggressively target community colleges. 
Subscriptions are $16/year, $8 for students 
and low-income. [TW] 

EARTH FIRST! 

The Radical Environmental Journal 

Vol.25,#3/Eostar-March-April 2005 (POB 
3023, Tucson, AZ 85702; e-mail: 
collective@earthfirstiQ.umal J flrg; web: 
www.earthfirstjournal.org ) remains the 
bimonthly magazine from the radical direct 
action wing of the environmental movement. 
This issue includes information on fighting 
the construction of the “NAFTA Superhigh¬ 
way” from Indianapolis to Matamoros, an 
update on U.K. anti-road protest, an 
interview with Sea Shepherd’s First Mate on 
defending seals from hunters, calls to save 
the seven sea turtle 

species all nearing extinction, critiques of 
salmon and shrimp aquaculture, an update 
on North Coast tree sits, and more. Each 
issue is packed full of news stories concern¬ 
ing the environment that just don’t get 
reported in the mainstream press. $25/year 
Third Class; $35/year First Class. [JM] 

INDUSTRIALNATION 

#21 (PO Box 2717, Oakland, CA 94602; 
web: www.industrialnation.com) is a glossy 
98-page magazine devoted to covering the 
industrial music scene. This issue features an 
interview with the recently reformed band 
Skinny Puppy, along with other interviews 
and lots and lots of reviews. Cover price is 
$3.95 [TW] 


MAGNET 

Real Music Alternatives 

#67/Apr-May 2005 (1218 Chestnut St., Ste 
508, Philadelphia, PA 19107; web: 
www.magnetmagazine.com ) is a 128-page 
professionally-produced alternative rock music 
magazine featuring plenty of news, information, 
interviews and reviews of indie artists. In this 
issue we have Eddie Vedder interviewing 
Sleater-Kinney, feature stories on Jesse 
Sykes, Michael Gira, and Arcade Fire, a 
conversation with Moby, and plenty of music 
reviews. If indie rock is your bag, Magnet does 
a pretty decent job of covering the scene. A 
subscription is $14.95/6 issues. [TW] 

MAXIMUMROCKNROLL 

#266/July 2005 (POB 460760, SF, CA 94146- 
0760; web: www.maximumrocknroll.com) is a 
long-running, newsprint punk magazine that 
continues to chug along with its fiercely 
independent DIY spirit. You can continue to 
read the latest rantings from over a dozen 
columnists including such stalwarts as Ted Rail 


and Mykel Board, scene reports from 
Michigan, San Diego, California, and Eugene, 
Oregon, and lots and lots of punk rock 
interviews. About a third of the mag consists of 
music, zine and book reviews. Your fingers will 
get pretty filthy from all the cheap newsprint but 
it's definitely worth it. Send $4 for a sample, 

$22 for a 6-issue subscription. [TW] 

MIDDLE EAST REPORT 

#231/Summer, #232/Fall & #233/Winter 2004 
(1500 Massachusetts Ave. NW, Suite 
119, Washington, DC 20005; web site: 
www.merip.org ) is the professionally pro¬ 
duced, 48-page quarterly magazine of the 
Middle East Research & Information Project, 
providing independent coverage of Middle 
Eastern events from a generally liberal-left 
perspective. Issue #231 includes Kamran 
Asdar Ali on the political successes of Pakistani 
Islamists under General Musharraf, Gary 
Sussman on “The Challenge of the Two-State 
Solution" in Palestine, and Jonathan Cook on 
the pressures facing the Israeli Constitutional 
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Harmful to Minors: The Perils of 
Protecting Children from Sex; 

by Judith Levine (University of Minne¬ 
sota Press, Minneapolis, MN, 2002; web: 
www.upress.umn.edu) 299 pp. $16.95 
paper, $25.95 hardcover. 

In the U.S. today children are para¬ 
doxically treated to unprecedented spoils 
of wealth at the same time that they are 
sexually infantilized on a scale unprec¬ 
edented in history. It isn’t at all unusual to 
find TVs and computers in kids’ own 
rooms, along with piles of designer apparel, 
and enough toys to cover the entire floor. 
These same kids are increasingly growing 
up in an illusory world where mass media 
myths trump reality and the ideas of free 
activity and free expression have been re¬ 
placed by shopping in air-conditioned 
malls and the consumption of pre-pack¬ 
aged corporate media. 

In the post-World War II triumph of 
spectacular consumer capitalism the de¬ 
mands of the economy are almost never to 
be questioned, and certainly not in any 
fundamental way. If children make up a 
consumer demographic susceptible to 
high-pressure manipulation through adver¬ 
tising, then they are fair game for the mak- 
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ers of nutritionless foods and vacuous 
plastic commodities. If the economy re¬ 
quires ever more compliant, but special¬ 
ized and highly skilled, worker-ants to fill 
the empty slots in its industrial machine, 
then the educational system is oriented 
towards the creation of more efficient 
worker-consumers. If the state-sector re¬ 
quires cannon fodder for its imperial con¬ 
quests then its never too early for military 
recruiters to hit the schools! 

There is only one area of life to which 
kids are never supposed to be exposed, 
where the imagined innocence of children 
must at all costs be maintained: sexuality. 
Children who may be permitted to witness 
thousands of virtual, but bloody murders 
on television are still expected to turn away 
from the representation of any overtly 
sexual touch. Ever since the contraceptive 
revolution of the 1960s turned sexual plea¬ 
sure into a central tool of social condition¬ 
ing for the mainstream commodity 
economy the threat of open sexual inter¬ 
est and activity by children has become 
the focus of a last, rear-guard battle to keep 
the modem world from spoiling the mythi¬ 
cal purity of a past that never was. In a 
crusade to prevent the imagined pernicious 
“sexual ization” of children, the puritans of 
feminism, therapeutic repression and the 
Christian right have in the last few decades 
successfully criminalized almost every as¬ 
pect of children’s natural sexuality. 

This battle has united mainstream femi¬ 
nists and the Christian right in an alliance 
of convenience with the new class of pro¬ 
fessionals dedicated to the bureaucratic 
regulation of every possible aspect of 
modem life. 

Together they have mounted a gener¬ 
alized attack on sexual education, expres¬ 
sion and representation which uses the 
imagined threat to children of anything that 
is alleged to be “harmful to minors” to pry 
open the doors of privacy in order to cen¬ 
sor, condemn, persecute and imprison 
those who choose not to live according to 
the norms of sexual ignorance, fear and 
repression. In most cases where “harm to 
minors” is asserted by anti-pom feminists, 
the Christian right and their regulatory al¬ 
lies there is no evidence to suggest it, 
though at times there is evidence to con¬ 


tradict it. In fact, many of the most feared 
harms “out there” in the supposedly dan¬ 
gerous, sexual world are imaginary, while 
many of the most harmful relationships in 
actuality are embedded in families where 
speaking about sex is forbidden. Unfortu¬ 
nately (but not unexpectedly), research into 
many aspects of sexuality where children 
are concerned has been effectively 
criminalized in recent years based on the 
very unsupported ideological delusions 
which such research would expose. 

In Harmful to Minors Judith Levine 
argues that, contrary to the situation in 
the U.S., “Sexual education in [Western 
European] countries begins with the as¬ 
sumption that young people will carry on 
a number of sexual relationships during 
their teen years and initiate sex play short 
of intercourse long before that (which they 
do) and that sexual expression is a healthy 
and happy part of growing up. The goal of 
sex ed, which grows out of a generally 
more relaxed attitude toward sexuality, is 
to make sure that this sexual expression is 
healthy and happy, by teaching children 
and teens the values of responsibility and 
the techniques of safety and even of plea¬ 
sure.” (p. xxxii) 

Levine continues by arguing that “sex 
is not in itself harmful to minors. Rather, 
the real potential for harm lies in the cir¬ 
cumstances under which some children 
and teens have sex, circumstances that 
predispose them to what the public-health 
people call 'unwanted outcomes,’ such as 
unwanted pregnancy and sexually trans¬ 
mitted diseases, not to mention...plain old 
bad sex.” (p. xxxiii) 

Not surprisingly Levine’s outspoken 
common sense has been extremely contro¬ 
versial ever since the first hints that her 
book would see publication. The forces 
that argue for sexual ignorance, fear and 
repression have no greater enemy than 
clear and unfettered public dialogue, aside 
from the free, open and healthy expression 
of children’s sexuality itself. 

Levine divides the first part of her 
book into examinations of the new sexual 
censorship (same as the old mindless mor- 
alism, except for the new anti-porn—and 
at times anti-male or even anti-sexual— 
feminist slants), the scapegoating of 
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pedophiles (the important chapter on this 
constructed social panic is excerpted in this 
issue of APR), the new forms of therapeu¬ 
tic sexual repression (moral condemnation 
clothed in the rhetoric of professionalism 
and science), the repressive protection of 
feminine sexuality (statutory rape laws, 
etc.), the replacement of sex education with 
anti-sex indoctrination, the ongoing attacks 
on abortion, and the ideological delusion 
that children—especially girls—should be 
asexual (sexual pleasure and orgasms are 
never “appropriate” for minors)! Speaking 
of what passes for “therapy” in the U.S. 
today, Levine comments that: “The cat¬ 
egory of childhood' sexual behavior prob¬ 
lems,’ with its healers’ obsessive attention 
to excess and its dire predictions of future 
misery, is a reincarnation of the eighteenth 


and nineteenth-century 'disease’ of mas¬ 
turbation insanity, crossed with the Pro¬ 
gressive Era criminal designation 'sexual 
precociousness’ and the late-twentieth 
century crime of sexual abuse, with a dol¬ 
lop of the popularly designated affliction 
'sex addiction’ thrown in as well.” (p. 66) 
The second part of Levine’s book 
focusses on alternatives to the counter¬ 
productive idiocy of sexual repression as 
a social strategy for happiness, health and 
pleasure. (I’m charitably assuming that 
most advocates of sexual repression don’t 
consciously understand that they are ac¬ 
tually advocating unhappiness, disease 
and misery.) The author recommends the 
internet for easily locating information on 
sexuality that is becoming harder for chil¬ 
dren to find elsewhere, along with the 


‘truthful “fictions’” of literature and art 
which are also instructive. Levine briefly 
examines the relationships between “Gen¬ 
der, Equality and Desire” in the pursuit of 
sexual pleasure and public health. She 
stands up for the central importance of 
touch for all human beings. And she em¬ 
phasizes the importance of the role of com¬ 
munities in dealing with AIDS. What this 
all adds up to is a plea for respecting kids’ 
desires, abilities and lives. But advocating 
genuine freedom, mutual aid and commu¬ 
nity for anyone, much less kids, in the con¬ 
ditions of contemporary global capitalism 
and empire will remain a struggle. Becom¬ 
ing a part of that struggle may be the best 
thing we can do for our own and our 
children’s ultimate benefit. — Jason 
McQuinn 


Exquisite Rebel: The Essays of 
Voltairine de Cley re-Anarchist, 
Feminist, Genius 

Edited by Sharon Presley and Crispin 
Sartwell (State University of New York 
Press, 2005; web: www.sunypress.edu) 331 
pp, $22.95 

Exquisite Rebel is an important con¬ 
tribution to historical scholarship on the 
international anarchist movement. De 
Cleyre (1866-1912) was a talented writer 
and a political philosopher of the first rank. 
Her discussion and defense of “direct” as 
opposed to “political” action (Direct Ac¬ 
tion; 1912), for example, is as fine an expo¬ 
sition of the subject as I have encountered. 
Similarly, her critique of the prison system 
(Crime and Punishment; 1902) and well- 
reasoned call for an end to divisiveness 
within the anarchist movement ( (Anar¬ 
chism, 1901) remains lively and engaging. 

The editors have ordered the book 
into subsections which are keyed to the 
issues that preoccupied De Cleyre before 
her untimely death at the age of 45. By 
way of introduction they have also paired 
their own essays on De Cleyre with Emma 
Goldman’s memorial essay of 1932, 
“Voltairine De Cleyre”. Sartwell is author 


of Obscenity, Anarchy, Reality (1996), in 
which he theorized an “embodied” ethics 
of anarchist individualism reminiscent of 
Max Stimer’s thesis in The Ego and its 
Own. His contribution to Exquisite Rebel , 
“Priestess of Pity and Vengeance,” extends 
this argument in an insightful and original 
exposition on De Cleyre’s “immanent” an¬ 
archist metaphysics. Presley’s essay, “The 
Exquisite Rebel: The Anarchist Life of 
Voltairine de Cleyre,” is an informative over¬ 
view of De Cleyre’s positions on individu¬ 
alism, economics, period debates in the 
anarchist movement, and feminism. Both 
essays are well worth reading before one 
takes on the ideas of De Cleyre herself. 

The breadth of this book can be 
gleaned from the subsections: Loving Free¬ 
dom: Anarchism without Adjectives; Wild 
Freedom: A Passion for Liberty and Jus¬ 
tice; Neither Gods Nor Superstitions: Free- 
Thought and Religion; No Authority But 
Oneself: The Anarchist Feminist Philoso¬ 
phy of Autonomy and Freedom; Not An¬ 
other Brick in the Wall: Non-authoritarian 
Education; Breaking the Chains: Chang¬ 
ing Society through Direct Action; and 
The Political is the Personal: Anarchist 
Aesthetics. Each subsection opens with 
an introductory essay and shorter entries 
provide historical context for the essays 
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themselves. This book is “user friendly” 
as well as scholarly, and it has an index to 
facilitate quick referencing. Reading be¬ 
tween the lines, there is some evidence that 
the editors’ interest in anarchism is more 
than merely “scholarly.” And this is as it 
should be: certainly Voltairine de Cleyre 
wouldn’t have it any other way. — Allan 
Antliff 
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Committee in maintaining a democratic facade 
over religious-secular, racist and apartheid 
fault-lines. Issue #232 focuses on “The Iraq 
Impasse,” including “Castles Built of Sand: U.S. 
Governance and Exit Strategies in Iraq" by 
Christoph Wilcke and “The Insurgency 
Intensifies” by Steve Negus. Issue #233 
focuses on “Iran’s Clouded 
Horizons,” covering the consolidation of Islamic 
control with the suppression of reformist 
candidates, along with the latest pressures from 
the U.S. concerning Iran's nuclear energy 
program. You’ll find information here that won't 
be easily found anywhere else. Subscriptions 
are now $37/year. [JM] 

MOUTH MAGAZINE 

Voice of the DisLabeled Nation 

Vol.15,#5/Jan.-Feb. & #6/Mar.-April 2005 
(4201 SW 30th St., Topeka, KS 66614-3023; 
web site: www.mouthmag.com ) remains an 
impressive, consistent, 40-page bimonthly, 
always ready to question traditional assump¬ 
tions about “crips” in every issue. The 
January-February issue, with a theme of 
“Inclusion," includes assessments of the No 
Child Left Behind changes in public schools for 
“sped" (“special ed”) kids, and an account of a 
past protest against “the right to die" (more 
worried that it could easily be 
aimed at the disabled, than that people should 
have the freedom and power to choose when 
they want to die). The March-April issue 
includes criticisms of the Alliance for Full 
Participation as one more professional-oriented 
group (where the professionals get the money 
and those who are being spoken forget the 
shaft), and an account of the life of Roger 
Sprague (who “enjoys the form of autism 
known as Asperger’s Syndrome”). This is a 
zine that everyone could benefit from encoun¬ 
tering. Sample copies are $5; subscriptions are 
$16 to $48/year. [JM] 

SLUG AND LETTUCE 

#83/Spring 2005 (PO Box 26632, Richmond, 
VA 23261-6632) is a 20-page newsprint punk 
tabloid that supports the do-it-yourself ethics of 
the punk community. Each issue manages to 
cram a lot of columns, book, zine, and music 
reviews in every issue. Unfortunately, the print 
size is so small that some folks with less than 
perfect eyesight might have a bit of difficulty 


UNCLASSIFIED ADS 


Save the ideas! Without independent sources 
of ideas and discussion, democracy can't thrive. 
The Independent Press Association works to 
nurture and encourage independent publications 
committed to a free press, social justice, and a 
diversity of voices on the newsstand. To learn 
more, write to IPA, 2729 Mission St, Suite 1, 
San Francisco, CA 94110-3131. 

On-line: www.indypress.org or 
indypress@indypress.org. 


Against Civilization is a startling new anthol¬ 
ogy (with contributions from Rousseau to the 
Unabomber) edited by John Zerzan. $10 + $2 
p&h from C.A.L. Press, POB 1446, Columbia, 
MO 65205-1446. 


Future Primitive and Other Essays is the 

book by John Zerzan that doesn’t just “ques¬ 
tion authority,” it demolishes it. $7 + $2 p&h = $9 
total from A.A.L. Press, POB 6245, Arlington, 
VA 22206 


www.infoshop.org - Your guide to online an¬ 
archy. One of the most popular online sources 
for news, opinion, resources, and debate. With 
new sections on radical youth, science, eco¬ 
nomics, and DIY culture. Also available in Span¬ 
ish, Italian, and German. We’ve been kicking 
capitalist balls since 1995! 


Alternative Press Review back issue sets 

(#1 thru #18) are only $40 postpaid from A.A.L. 
Press, POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206. Add $10 
for first-class/airmail. 


APR T-shirts available for $12.75 + $2.25 post¬ 
age and handling, $15 total. Available in S, M, L, 
XL, and XXL. A.A.L. Press, POB 6245, Arling¬ 
ton, VA 22206. 


Anarchy: A Journal of Desire Armed is an 

84-page magazine critical of all ideologies, in¬ 
cluding anarchism. Sample copy: $6 from C.A.L. 
Press, POB 1446, Columbia, MO 65205-1446. 
Full sets of back issues in print (#14 thru #58) 
are available at only $80. 


Alternative Press Review Bundle Special. $25 

for 10 copies of the current issue, $40/20 cop¬ 
ies, $75/50 copies, $100/100 copies postpaid 
with no returns. Add $10 for outside the U.S. 
A.A.L. Press, POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206 


LOVELIFE: profane testament after 
Schopenhauer & Thoreau. Gratis from Solus, 
POB 111, Porthill, ID 83853. 


Advertise in APR’s unclassified section for 400 
per word, with a minimum of 15 words. 10% off 
for running three consecutive ads. Payment 
must be in advance only, sent to: A.A.L. Press, 
POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206 (PO box num¬ 
bers, telephone numbers, states, & zip + 4 codes 
all count as only one word each.) 


reading the text. They must use a higher 
quality newsprint than MRR since it didn’t leave 
my fingers anywhere near as filthy. Sample 
copy is 60 cents in postage. [TW] 

THIS 

Because Everything is Political 

Vol.36,#5/May-June 2005 (#396-401 
Richmond St W, Toronto, Ontario M5V 3A8, 
Canada; email: info@thismagazine.ca : web 
site: www.thismagazine.ca ) is a professionally- 
produced, 44-page news & culture magazine 
with a wannabe hip liberal to leftist slant. This 
issue features “Feminism for Sale” by Joseph 


Heath & Andrew Potter, a somewhat flip & 
shallow critique of contemporary feminism as a 
“countercultural” movement, when they believe 
it should be a “political” movement. (Social 
revolution and a critique of the limitations of 
identity politics are completely off their map. But 
at least they understand how absurd anti-porn 
feminism appears to most people.) There’s also 
an account of the latest urban athletic fad, 
Parkour, which involves negotiating urban 
architecture and landscape as though it’s all 
part of an obstacle course. Subscriptions are 
$24.99/year. [JM] 
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Alternative Press Review 

YOUR GUIDE BEYOND THE MAINSTREAM 

Don’t miss future issues! 


The Alternative Press Review can be your window on the 
world of independent media. APR publishes a wide variety of the 
best essays from radical zines, tabloids, books and magazines— 
essays that deserve a much wider readership than they currently 
enjoy. Plus, APR publishes a selection of short and lively article 
excerpts in each issue, along with reviews, commentary and 
columns on the alternative press scene and other alternative 
media. 

Don’t forget our Special Offer: Renew for two years at $32 
($48 international) and receive a free copy of John Zerzan’s 
book Future Primitive, or a free copy of Zerzan’s Running on 
Emptiness. 
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O Send me a 1 year (4 issues) subscription for $16. Add $8 for 
first class delivery. 

O Send me a 2 year (8 issues) subscription for $32 along with a 
free copy of Future Primitive or Running on Emptiness (circle 
one). Add $16 for 1st class. 

O Send me a 1 year international subscription for $24 by surface 
mail. Add $8 for airmail delivery. 

O Send me a 2 year international subscription for $48 along with a 
free copy of Future Primitive or Running on Emptiness (circle 
one). For airmail add $16. 

O Send me a 1 year sustaining subscription for $100 along with a 
free copy of Future Primitive and Running on Emptiness. 
Sustainers also get a free APR t-shirt (specify size: SM, Med, 

Large, XL, or XXL). 

O Send me an APR T-Shirt for $15.00 (specify size: SM, Med, 
Large, XL, or XXL). 

O Send $6 for 1 back issue, $10 for 2, & $3 each for additional 
ones. Vol.1 ,#1 #2 #3 #4 Vol.2,#1 #2 #3 #4 Vol.3,#1 #2 Vol. 4,#1 Vol 5, 
#1, #3, Vol. 6,#1 #2, Vol. 7, #1, Vol. 8 #1, Vol. 9 #1 (circle choices). 
Airmail is $2 extra for each issue ordered. Contents of back issues 
are listed on our website. 


O Send me a complete back issue set (19 issues total) for $40. $50 
for orders outside of North America. $80 for Libraries. 

O APR Bundle Special: $25 for 10 copies of the current issue, $40/ 
20 copies, $75/50 copies, $100/100 copies postpaid with no returns 
(circle one). Add $10 for outside US. 

O I wish to donate $_to help Alternative Press Review. 

O Charge my credit card 
O Visa O MasterCard 

Card No._Exp Date_ 

Signature_ 

Check or money order payable to: A.A.L. and send it to: A.A.L. Press, 
POB 6245, Arlington, VA 22206-6245, U.S.A. 

(All subscriptions are in US dollars; checks or money orders in other currencies 
must add the equivalent to US $15 for conversion.) Allow one to three months for 
regular delivery; allow one to three weeks for first class or airmail delivery. Sub¬ 
scriptions are unconditionally guaranteed. If you are not completely satisfied, the 
remainder of your subscription will be refunded. 
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